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THE GREAT BETRAYAL OF PROTESTANTISM 
Editorial by KENNETH LESLIE | 


“Where there is no vision the people perish.” 

When a man begins to lose his sight it is not the part of the healer to strike 
him in the eyes. Yet that is what certain social healers would do to the weaken- 
ing eyes of our nation. For religion is the vision of the people. And when that 
vision fails, that is, when religion fails, these impatient healers cry out a plague 
on all religion, good or bad, seeing or unseeing. Thus these impatient healers 
strike at the weakening vision of our people and put out what little light they 


still have. 
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August 4-7, 1946. The pamphlet says: 
“As a result of actions taken at Geneva, Switzerland, at the February 1946 | | 
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While there remains me vision, while there remains some honest religion. 
THE PROTESTANT will give heart and courage-to that vision and to that 
religion. Churches may hurt or they may help religion, just as schools of art 
or any established style or pattern of life may belittle or may enlarge life. For 
life must organize itself, but then it must fight against those who would organ- 
ize it to death. Where the church keeps closely in touch with the deep needs | 
of the people it stays alive and gives life to the people. Where the church serves | 
not the people but the exploiters of the people, the church loses its own life 
and becomes an instrument of death. 

There is no way to judge whether a church or a church movement such as 
the present ecumenical movement among the Protestant churches is an instru- 
ment of life or of death except to watch it in action and-see whether its actions 
are such as to deepen and enrich the progressive development of mankind or 
are such as to aid and comfort those forces which enslave men. 

THE PROTESTANT has been slow in its judgment of the ecumenical move- 
ment although we have had misgivings concerning its prime objective. We 
have said, following Thomas Aquinas, that unity must be the product of justice 
and any search for unity apart from justice must fail. We have sometimes 
feared that this Protestant ecumenical movement might turn out to be some- 
thing artificially induced and brought about by men accustomed to the rational-. 
izations of business, men who having succeeded in monopolizing and stabilizing 
a portion of the business world wish to do something of the same sort with 
the churches, one of their motives being their fear of religion itself as a-possible 
source of instability. There is always the temptation among organizers to 
organize for the sake of organizing and to shut the mouth of that living spirit 
which would have a word to say about its own organization. This would be 


true even in an economy of use. There is a constant struggle of this sort going | 


on in the Soviet Union where-the problem is well recognized. It is especially 
true in an economy of profit. Its truth becomes dreadful when the profit | 
economy turns into a monopoly and cartel economy. 

We believe it would be better for the health of the World Council of 
Churches if it had less connections with cartel money both here and abroad. 
Without impugning anyone’s motives or venturing any ultimate judgments 
upon the persons of the drama we must, in defense of what we conceive to be 
the truth, call attention to the dangers of the course now being pursued by | 
this ecumenical organization and its affiliates. 


THE WORLD COUNCIL REPORTS 


The World Council of Churches has just issued a pamphlet concerning the ) 
Conference of Church Leadets on International Affairs at Cambridge, England 


meetings of the Ad Interim Committee of the International Missionary Council _ 
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and the Provisional-<Committee of the World Council of Churches, the Com- 
mission on a Just and Durable Peace of the Federal Council of the Churches — 
of Christ in America was asked to arrange a conference of Church Leadets to 
consider the problems of peace and war. 

“This was generously undertaken by the officers of the latter Commission.” 

The chairman of this latter Commission is Mr. John Foster Dulles. Our 
readers may recall the cable we sent to Mr. Dulles informing him that he, 
having been a legal representative of the fascist Franco government, was not 
in a position to represent Protestantism. 

Other key men besides Mr. Dulles in the conference were President Henry | 
Pitney Van Dusen of Union Theological Seminary, New York, and Dr. Rein-— 
hold Niebuhr, the well-known American theologian. 


DR. VAN DUSEN'S CHINA EYE 


> 

First a word regarding Dr. Van Dusen. To the Board of Directors of the 
seminary of which he is president two interesting personalities have recently 
been added, the aforementioned John Foster Dulles and Henry Luce, publisher 
of Life magazine, in whose pages Dr. Van Dusen has written an editorial, 
“China’s Crisis.” We must give some attention to this editorial, because it calls 
for a continuance of wholehearted aid by the United States to Chiang Kai- 
Shek’s National Government. It argues that “If the U. S. withdraws support 
from China, the leaders of the National Government may well find themselves 
with no course save to make the best terms they can, not with Communists of 
their own people but with the mighty expanding strength of Soviet Commu- 
nism.” But in leading up to this conclusion Dr. Van Dusen contradicts it con- 
clusively, for he says: “If there is one point of Soviet foreign policy which 
appears clear and consistent, it is that Russia has no intention of risking em- 
broilment with either China or the U. S. in East Asia in the near future. For the 
period immediately ahead, her energies will be wholly occupied with establish- — 
ing her position in Europe.” We believe with Dr. Van Dusen that Russia will 
not embroil herself in China. We are forced to think that what Dr. Van Dusen 
really fears is the assertion by the people of China of their long withheld rights. 
What he fears is a measure of justice for the Chinese people. © 

American exploiters should remember that the day may come when Chinese . 
exploiters will no longer need them and will double-cross them and kick them 
out of China in obedience to the demands of an ultra-nationalist Chinese econ- 
omy. They should remember that only a short time ago many of them tried 
to do business with Hitler and it didn’t work out. American exploiters in their 
own interests should not be so greedy. But unfortunately many of them are 
and more unfortunately the greedy ones seem to have full control of the 
American State Department in pursuing their questionable objectives in China. 

Now, it may seem a waste of their money for these acquisitive gentlemen, 
who have the atom bomb, key to world domination, in their pockets, to buy 
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‘pulpits and seminaries out of which theological parrots will shriek amen to 


their bloody ambitions. But the purchase of good public relations comes as 
second nature to these gentlemen’ and everybody knows that there is no better 
way of obtaining good public relations than through the churches. | 
On the other hand what shall be said of a teacher of young ministers like 
Dr. Van Dusen who lets himself be used in such a way? What language can 
appropriately characterize the spectacle of a follower of Jesus of Nazareth 
counseling assistance to a gang of ruthless thieves who have consistently fat- 
tened themselves on the misery of the suffering, patient Chinese people. It is 
not long since. American economy was helping the Japanese to slaughter these 


same Chinese people. We are sure that atsthat time Dr. Van Dusen disapproved 


of this outrage. But at that time Dr. Van Dusen was not head of Union Theo- 
logical Seminary and Dulles and Luce were not its directors. _ 

What it amounts to is this. The Chinese people are determined to throw 
off the incubus of their present so-called government. American big business 
believes it can make a deal with this government and therefore causes Ameri- 
can intervention in saving this government from the righteous wrath of its 
Chinese victims. Dr. Van Dusen has come to the aid of this American policy. 
He thinks Russia is too busy in Europe to stop us if we go on helping this new 
slaughter of the Chinese people. So he says now, while Russia is busy else- 
where, now is the time to move in on China. Dr. Van Dusen amazingly takes 
for granted that the United States and China are one and the same entity. He 
says “If World War II comes it may well break out ... in Eastern Asia, where 
Russia and the U.S. face one another along a common frontier.” Not Russia 
and China, he says, but Russia and the U. S. In other words China in this 


‘theologian’s mind has already become a colony of the United States. 


DR. NIEBUHR FOLLOWS THE LEADER 


A word now concerning another key man in this ecumenical movement, 
Dr. Reinhold Niebuhr, who has written an article in the same Life magazine 
(Oct. 21) following the line of Van Dusen and Dulles, indeed carrying the 
line far towards its ultimate objective: war with Russia. 

Dr. Niebuhr opens with an attack upon Henry Wallace’s foreign politics. 
He would have thought Wallace’s attack wrong in any event, he says, but he 
had the advantage of recognizing its errors with particular vividness because 
he saw “the disappointment and dismay it spread among democratic forces in 
Europe and in Germany.” These forces are behind Byrnes and not Wallace. 
“The confusion in American liberalism, of which the Wallace speech is the 
symbol, must be regarded as catastrophic in the light of the European realities,” 
says Dr. Niebuhr. 

He reports that the Byrnes’ Stuttgart address won the support of “everyone 
except the Communists.” Now “everyone except the Communists” would 
include the unregenerate Nazis and Christian Fascists with all yarieties of 


SO a aDIrORIAIS 5 


reactionaries. Dr. Niebuhr doesn’t mention Nazis or Clerical Fascists, for that 
would have taken away some of the hair-raising quality of his red-bogy tale. 
But he would have to admit, if pressed, that all the Fascists in Germany didn’t 
disappear at the Nuernberg hangings and therefore it is a backhanded way of 
praising Byrnes to say that his’ speech pleased “everyone except the Com- 
munists.” 

The Wallace line only hastens war “by a too desperate effort to avoid it.” 
“Russian truculence cannot be mitigated by further concessions,” says Dr. Nie- 
buhr, adding‘that “evidence accumulates that Russia was excessively suspicious 
during the war, even while we were rendering her maximum aid, and that 
some of the rather too generous concessions which Roosevelt made were 
prompted by the hope of allaying those fears.” 

No mention of the months and years of terrible anxiety when the Russians 

were mauled by the beast of Berlin, their cities destroyed, their people enslaved, 
their hopes and dreams laid in ashes, and when they pleaded pathetically but 
to no avail for the opening of a second front in the west. Instead Dr. Niebuhr 
recalls that the Russians have pulled up all double railroad tracks between 
Berlin and our zone which he says was done “to make our occupation of Berlin 
as difficult as possible through the inconveniences of a single-track road.” It 
does-not occur to him that perhaps Russia needed every rail she could lay 
hands on in her desperate attempt to bind up her wounded economy. 
. Dr. Niebuhr does not report what has been reported by all observers in 
Germany, namely, that the Germans hope for, and are convinced there will be, 
war between Britain-America and Russia. He speaks very hopefully of “the 
democratic forces” in Germany, completely ignoring the fact that the German 
people, by and large, are far from having accomplished their own spiritual 
de-Nazification. 

The threatened ideological conquest of Europe by Comraanises has been 
frustrated, says Niebuhr, “not by the might or wisdom of the Western Powers 
but by the German people. The best proof of this is their rejection of the 
Socialist Unity party (S.E.D.) which was to be the instrument of Russia’s 
ideological domination . . . The fact is that Russian terror has made Com- 
munism odious in Germany and in Europe.” To illustrate this terror there is a 
photograph of 8 German girls with the letters “WAHLT SED,” meaning “Vote 
SED,” pinned to their blouses. Despite these Soviet pressure tactics 40% of the 
votes in the Soviet zone went against the SED. Now we have the results of © 
further voting in Berlin and in other parts of the Soviet zone and they show a 
great non-Communist strength. But it is not difficult for the anti-Soviet writer 
to make such results prove both that the Soviet pressure was terroristic and 
also that the people heroically resisted this pressure. 

On the other hand when, for instance, Dr. Niebuhr reports the great anti- 
Communist strength in the British, Ametican and French zones he does not 
concede any influence whatever from British, American, or French occupation 
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powers, nor_does it occur to him that the Germans, not merely the Nazis, 
but just ordinary patriotic Germans, might naturally be smarting under the 
trouncing that was given them at the hands of the “Slav barbarians” and would, 
be only too glad to take any measures which migh lead to,a new anti-Comintern 
with a consequent war of revenge against Russia. 


SICKENING HYPOCRISY 


Dr. Niebuhr trots out that old sick horse the “Christian West.” He says 
that Catholics and Protestants have united in a political party which is usually 
called the Christian Democratic Union which he admits is a catch-all party 
whose right wing consists of “various forms of economic and clerical con-' 
servatism.” He does not use the bad word, clerical fascism. 

Dr. Niebuhr quotes a “heroic anti-Nazi’” who said to him, “The rigor of. 
our fight against Communism must be our penance for having allowed the 
Nazi tyranny to arise. But I hope we get some support from the West. Or do 
the democracies believe that a proper punishment for permitting one tyranny 
to arise is to subject us to another?” This is the most sickening hypocrisy. Any 
heroic non-Communist anti-Nazi must have fought shoulder to shoulder with 
Communists. And in a Europe where fascism remains firmly established in the 
Spanish peninsula and proliferates in the American State Department and in 
the British Foreign Office, in a Germany where the cartel-papal seed-bed of 
Nazism has been scarcely disturbed, where even the papalist Von Papen, the 
cartelist Schacht, and their propagandist Frische, who had given proof at Nuern-— 
berg of their responsibility in the rise of Nazism, were set free, any true non- 
Be Communist anti-Nazi would once more collaborate with the Russians who 
oan stood alone against that decision at Nuernberg and who stand firm in the 

United Nations Organization for the removal of fascism from Spain. 

Dr. Niebuhr ends up with a plea for the economic rebuilding of Germany. 
“Tt is on this point that democratic opinion in America must take hold. It 
might be added in passing that Germany will be for a long while under tutelage ) 
and that therefore the fears that a revived-economy would mean the develop- | 
ment of war potential are absurd. Such fears represent another form of ‘liberal-_ 
ism’ which has sown confusion into our foreign policy.” The trouble with our 
liberalism in Dr. Niebuhr’s view is that we fear Germany might attack us with 
its revived war potential. Dr. Niebuhr wishes to allay such fears but overdoes 
it when he says that such a German potential would not mean war. What he 
may really mean to indicate is that the direction of the war will be Eastward. 
It reminds one of Chamberlain’s chortle when he saw the German war poten- 
tial turned towards Poland and Russia in 1939. 
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TRAGIC FIXATION 


Dr. Niebuhr is anxious not to degenerate into sentimentality by refusing — 
to contemplate what he calls the tragic aspects of human existence. He says 


PS ’ é 


re Sede ee ar ee = Pies PS Uo we Se 
SINC Yo ewe We be Mea oa * 
r" ‘ Sate if 


EDITORIALS 

it is a very tragic thing to wage through blood to overcome one tyranny and 
then be faced with another. But it is better, he says, to face the facts. He speaks — 
much of Russian “truculence” and “tyranny.” He says that Wallace has too 
many scruples, that “such scruples cannot create an adequate foreign policy 
when confronting a foe who exploits every gesture of pure (sic!) trust by new 
demands.” The “actual tyranny” of Russia and her “fanatic fury” aré not dis- 
tinguishable from the Nazi practices “derived from the purer paganism and 
cynicism.” We wonder what kind of fanatic fury it is that accounts for what 


Niebuhr calls “the absence of the race theory which gives this new tyranny ‘ Ff 


an advantage over the old one in bringing nations under its subjection.” 

Dr. Niebuhr does not realize that this fear of Communism with which he — 
has been seized is the same fixation as that which was laid upon Europe by 
the propaganda of a Church clutching power and privilege, yes, of a Church 
which entered into an unholy alliance with cartel nationalism because it was — 
scared to death by the very thought that the spirit of Jesus might move out of 
the churches into the streets and homes and factories of the people. 

- Dr. Niebuhr is using his powerful mind in the service of that frightened 
Church, that Church which is impatient with the faults of the rising people 
because it is not wholeheartedly with the people. That church which in its 
present Protestant world groupings is beginning to take on the mannerisms 
of the.older priest systems, drawing its skirts from the people, abandoning the 
task of instructing and enriching the peop®’s revolution. 


PASTOR BOEGNER'S CONNECTIONS 


To come back to the pamphlet. Having announced the formation of a 
permanent Commission of the Churches on International Affairs a plea is made 
for cooperation by the Constituent Churches and all Christian people. “Delay 
in implementing what has been so carefully and prayerfully planned at Cam- 
bridge would be tragic. We plead for immediate action on the part of all who 
desire to see the Churches make effective their potential spiritual power in this — 
hour of world crisis and justifiable foreboding.” One of the signers of this 
plea is Marc Boegner, Chairman of the Administrative Committee, World 
Council of Churches, another key figure in the world ecumenical movement. — 

Pastor Boegner, after the defeat of France by Hitler, willingly accepted a 
position in the General Assembly of the Vichy Government which was set up 
by the French quisling Marshal Petain. He issued a proclamation slurring the 
resistance forces as terrorists and criminals. Yet after the liberation he told 
General de Gaulle in the name of Protestant resistants, “This is what we have 
done.” During the four years of German occupation, however, he never said 
one word for De Gaulle’s cause. On the contrary, he found occasion to impede 
members of the Protestant clergy who took part in the resistance movement 
inside and outside of France. He sided with those Protestant bankers who 
collaborated with Dr. Schacht and the Nazi banker Baron Kurt Von Schroeder, 
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for whom the Marabeau and Verne bankers were agents. This Von Schroeder 
is related to the London bapker with whom John Foster Dulles had connec- 
tions, Pastor Boegner’s contacts with collaborationist French Archbishops today , 
are known to be very intimate. When Christianity was attacked by Hitler, 
Pastor Boegner served the enemy of Christianity by serving his minion. Now | 
he comes out boldly as a defender of Christianity against Communism. 

So much for some of the architects of world church union. Mr. James M. ! 
Freeman deals with others on p. 14 of this issue. 


AS IN US LIETH 


~The pamphlet follows with the Charter of the Commission of the Churches ' 
on International Affairs. A preamble states that “The Church as God proposes | 
it is a unique community of men without boundaries of nation or race, culture ° 
or tradition—unconditional unity grounded in the unconditional love of God.” 


Admitting that “the churches have been sorely deficient in demonstrating” 
this unity throughout the world,” the preamble goes on to say that “The > 
Ecumenical Movement is at least an approach to world unity among Chris- 
tians .. .” In the face of “the necessity of political action of unprecedented 
gravity” on the part of the nations of the earth “the Church has a word to say ’ 
that no one else can say. It does not speak as the representative of any one 
nation, class or group, but on behalé of the God Who is no respecter of partial 
interests anid i is the Judge and Saviour of all.” 

If this movement is admittedly only an approach to unity it seems a bit 
optimistic to talk of the Church and aword. At present there are many churches 
and many words. The Judge and Saviour of all has given all, in and out of 
churches, tongues and consciences and the right and duty to use~them. 

The conclusion of this portion of the pamphlet states: “Something like a 
conversion of the Christian mind is necessary if the Church is to rise to this 
emergency ... We urge all national Christian councils, councils of churches 
and other organs of the Ecumenical Movement to support the new Commis- , 
sion by every means at their disposal, including, where possible, the creation 
of national consultative bodies to cooperate in the Commission’s work. We 
are living in a critical age in which there is no immediate assurance of the 
fulfilment of the world’s hope for peace. In such a day we must avoid every 
action which might increase the mutual distrust which threatens the peace of 
the world, seeking as much as in us lieth, to live peaceably with all men.’ 


Yet already in this very pamphlet it is reported of the Gonference from | 
which this Commission sprang that “relationships with Russia and her satellites 
were thoroughly discussed.” Thus “Russia and her satellites” are posed as the 
problem of the day. One might have thought that this Conference could have | 


begun nearer home had its wish to avoid occasions of mistrust been an honest | 


wish. 


) 


WE DIFFER WITH LEIPER 


- 


_ The final item in the pamphlet is an interpretation of “The Meaning of the 
Cambridge Conference” by Henry Smith Leiper, American Executive Secretary 


of the World Council of Churches, who says that the Conference “was con- ~ 


sidered by informed observers to be of more significance for world peace than 
the contemporary meeting of the diplomats at Paris.” 

Concerning the question of cooperation with the Papacy: it will be neces- 
sary to quote Dr. Leiper directly. “There was much consideration at Cambridge 
of the importance of cooperation between the non-Roman Churches and the 
Roman, Communion. All the usual objections were considered seriously. But 
when such negative arguments had been examined, there remained a very 
general conviction that if the Christians in the two major divisions of Christen- 
dom cannot work together in such a world as now confronts us there is no 
hope whatever for true world order.” 

The “general conviction” reported here by Dr. Leiper confirms our opinion 
that, however innocent many of the participants may be, the essence of this 


movement is that it is a high level projection of a Christian front. In order to” 


remind our readers as to the nature of the Christian front we shall quote the 
Catholic Almanac on that subject. 

“The religious, social and political upheaval of the sixteenth century, 
known as the Reformation (1517-1648), destroyed Christian unity, and 
bitter antagonisms arose. During the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries 
the obvious opposition to Catholicism declined. Formerly the Church was 
reprobated for her form of worship, her sacraments and her credence in 
miracles. With the rise of the Protestant states to power and leadership 

| and what was thought to be the decline of the Catholic countries, a more 

tolerant and patronizing attitude was assumed. The twentieth century, 

however, has brought many problems and difficulties, superficially blame- 

able on the first World War but remotely traceable to the principles form- 

ing the basis of the anti-Catholic culture. Confused and bewildered at the 

blow struck their boasted superiority these forces have now been con- 

fronted with the definite Catholic political, social and economic philosophy 

which they have so long disregarded. That they will embrace the Catholic 

teaching seems too sanguine a hope. That there is need for a united Chris- 

tian front to oppose the attacks of a pagan Socialism and Communism 

has been pointed out by Pope Pius XI and Pope Pius XII in their 
encyclicals.” 

“Certainly if they [Romans and non-Romans] cannot cooperate in major 

matters affecting world peace,’ Dr. Leiper continues, “there is no valid reason 


nations referred to are of course the Anglo-American bloc on the one hand 
and Soviet Russia on the other. This is the crux of the matter and betrays the 


spinelessness of a Protestantism which finds it impossible to play an inde- 
{ 
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to suppose that nations with wholly conflicting ideologies can do so.” The 
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pendent role and therefore must throw itself into the backyard either of the 
Kremlin or of the Vatican. THE PROTESTANT magazine and the ministers whe | 
support it are of another opinion. We feel that Protestantism has a vital role | 
to play in helping America to accommodate its great power to the insistent | 
demands of the peoples of the world for freedom and dignity. We believe that | 
the ideologies of Russia and America do not ‘wholly conflict, indeed conflict 
much less than the ideologies of Roman and non-Roman churches. We believe | 
that the present anti-Russian hysteria in this country is the kind of insanity | 
which seizes people bent on suicide. We believe this hysteria can be dissipated 
and it is our purpose to help in that task whereas it is apparently the purposa 
of this Protestant ecumenical movement to foster that hysteria. 


SO THAT IS THE DANGER 


Dr. Leiper notes that “because of the danger that some might think the: 
non-Roman Churches ready to join the Roman crusade against Russia and to 
support its hostile attitude towards the Orthodox Communion, no specific men- 
tion of Rome was made (in the formal actions of the conference) regarding 
possibilities of cooperation.” Nevertheless “it was demonstrated that there is a 
strong disposition to find ways in which Christian convictions whether Roman) 
or non-Roman shall find at least parallel expression where common action is” 
for any reason impossible.” 2 


Dr. Leiper reports no anxiety whatever with respect to cooperation between | 
Christians and Marxists or between Protestants and Marxists. He says that at | 
the conference came “evidences of the gravest disquietude concerning the gulf | 


between Russian promises and Russian actions particularly in the satellite and 
border states. There was no disposition to gloss over the ugly facts which are” 
revealed by any firsthand investigation of what is going on behind the iron” 
curtain of Russian-imposed censorship.” { 

That the non-Roman churches are not yet ready to join the Roman crusade 
against Russia but that they are to be made ready is fairly clear since, insofar 
as it seems obvious that the danger to be avoided was not that the non-Roman- i 
churches join the Roman crusade but, as Dr. Leiper exactly expresses it, “some | 
might think” the non-Roman churches ready to join-the Roman crusade. | 


As far as this report goes, at any rate, there is no mention whatsoever of 
Anglo-American betrayal of the peoples’ cause in the Philippines, in China, 
in the French and Dutch Indies and above all in the scandalous stench that) 
tises from the corpse of Spanish democracy. Prophetic religion turns the light 
of God’s awful truth on the misdeeds of all nations, but its light is directed 
with greatest power and insistence upon that land in which it resides and upon 
whose counsels it can bring most weight. So far as this new manifestation of 
ecclesiastical influences goes it represents a reversal of the usual direction of, 
prophetic religion. It would appear to be rather a subtly constructed arm ©: 


bn 
© 
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the political state, fashioned by the lawyers and public relations experts of the 
cartels which control that state today. 


THE FEDERAL COUNCIL'S MASTERPIECE 


We hope the reader is not bored by our slow examination of this ecu- 
menical movement as it launches itself on the sea of politics. It would not be 
well to be bored because the reader’s life depends upon a correct interpretation 
of this movement. At any rate we shall go on and examine the latest action in 
this world maneuver. It is the statement recently put out by the Federal Council 
of the Churches of Christ in America, submitted by its Commission on a Just 
and Durable Peace of which our old friend John Foster Dulles is chairman. 
It is a masterpiece. Its very choice of subject is of the essence of its diabolical 
cleverness: Soviet-American relations. This is actually not its subject at all. Its 
true subject is: war with Russia. It starts right out, war with Russia can be. 
avoided. The threat of war must be faced realistically. The main thesis is that 
Marxist Communism stands clearly opposed to Christianity. We will preach 
our faith, they will preach theirs. Therefore continuing tensions are unavoidable. 

Nevertheless in spite of the intransigency of both- Christians and Marxists, 
and in spite of the right of each to preach his faith throughout the world there 
can be peace. How? 

“First the existence of conflicting beliefs must be considered as normal.” 
American people have learned from their own experience that “it is possible 
for irreconcilable and dynamic beliefs to subsist side by side in peace.” Now 
it may be conceivable that irreconcilable beliefs should co-exist in peate pto- 
vided these beliefs, concern unimportant matters. But when they concern 
dynamic farreaching important vital or even crucial matters then it is quite 
inconceivable that irreconcilable beliefs should co-exist peacefully. One must 
give way to the other. This statement claims that our American society accepts 
the principle that all men must renounce the effort to spread abroad their way 
of life by methods of intolerance. This is true but how long will it be true? 
Bishop Oxnam, the head-of this very organization, the Federal Council of the~ 
Churches of Christ in America, not long ago expressed alarm concerning the 
intolerant methods of the Roman Catholic hierarchy in spreading its way of life. 

. A 


’ 


IN THE NAME OF TOLERANCE 


The Federal Council next states: “The United States miust accept primary 
responsibility to secure international acceptance of the method of tolerance.” 
First, “our nation utterly renounces for itself the use internationally of the 
method of intolerance.” Now one of the classic examples of intolerance in the 
world today is China where American armed forces support the armed force — 
of Chiang Kai-Shek in a campaign of intolerance. Yet it does not occur to the 
Federal Council to relate its principle to this specific instance. Instead the 
Federal Council, or Mr. Dulles who apparently guides its thoughts, immediately 
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reverts to Russia: “Our people generally consider the faith and institutions of 
Soviet communism to contairfgrave evils.” The statement goes on to say that — 
the American people must not forcibly crush out such another faith. Neverthe- — 
less, it must be made clear that if the Soviet. government persists in methods 
of intolerance, that will jeopardize the peace. Now the fair way to state this 
would have been to say that unless we get out of China we will jeopardize the 
peace. The United Nations did so to Russia: Unless you get out of Iran you — 
will jeopardize the peace. Russia got out of Iran. . 
The Federal Council says that it believes that the American people do © 
not wish to advance their own faith by forcibly crushing out another faith. | 
The Federal Council goes on to say that the American people do not always © 
make this clear to others. That is as far as the Federal Council will go in casti- — 
gating the American government for its evil deeds as servant of the cartels. 
. When the Federal Council comes to speak of the Soviet government it men- © 
tions “purge, coercion, deceitful infiltration, and false propaganda shielded by : 
secrecy.” Since all these are common practices of the Roman Papacy, it is © 
strange indeed that the Soviet Government with which Protestant Christianity 
has much more in common than it has with the Papacy, should be singled out _ 
by the Federal Council of Churches. There is throughout this statement an © 
apparent desire to give the impression of fairness to the Soviet Union. Soviet 
leadership is dynamic. America is static. Change is the law of life. “During 7 
the last decade, the USSR has been enlarging its domain beyond that of the ¥ 
states which formed the Union in 1923.” This is factually true but will convey © 
to the average reader the current lie that the USSR is an expanding empire. 7 
Christians cannot condone methods of violence which have often been used ~ 
by Soviet leadership. They cannot condone the purges wrought upon newly © 
acquired peoples. Or the taking from these peoples of political, intellectual, © 
and religious liberty. Thus the Federal Council. But some of these peoples had | 
never known either political, intellectual ot religious liberty and therefore it 7 
was impossible to take these things from these peoples. Whether or not they | 
have been put on the road to true liberty is another question. 


< MEANINGLESS GESTURES 


The Federal Council says that the United States shablde renounce “the 
acquisition of new military bases so far distant from the continental United 7 
States and so close to the Soviet Union that the offensive threat is both dis- 

_ proportionate to the defensive value to the United States and also incompatible 
with a policy designed to dissipate distrust and to increase good-will.” But the 
heading of this very paragraph is: “Security is no longer geographic.” And 
this is so true. The United States with its large standing army, its navy and 
air force surpassing those of any nation or combination of nations, its stock 
pile of atomic weapons and its whole array of new gadgets of mass destruction 
so overshadows the Soviet Union whose people, as this very ‘statement says in a 
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later paragraph, “suffer great physical distress” that it is sheer hypocrisy to 
talk about renouncing military bases. The Soviet leaders, the statement says, 
are striving to make good their inferiority to the United States as regards navy, 
air force, and modern scientific weapons, notably the atom bomb. They cloak — 
their military establishment with great secrecy. What they are actually cloaking 
is the deep wounds they have suffered in their battle with Hitler. These the 
Federal Council does not mention, perhaps because the Federal Council could 
never bring itself to say that war against Hitler was a just war. 


After stating that there is a basic cleavage between the Russian world view 


and our own there is not much use talking about the promotion of inter-change 
of ideas and visits back and forth or about using the United Nations as “a 
medium for courteous and frank discussion of international issues and for 
harmonizing divergent points of view.” Since the majority of the United — 
Nations are economically dependent upon the good-will of the United States 
they are bound to continue the practice they have pursued up to the present 
of black balling the Soviet Union. 

There is an amazing conclusion to this statement. It seems that “racial 
intolerance, discrimination, and oppression are a standing negation of democ- 
racy and Christian morality” in our American life. In fact the attraction of 
Soviet Communism for the disinherited masses of the world is really not so » 
much that they want Soviet Communism but that they are disillusioned by 

“certain inadequacies of democracy.” Protestant Christians played a leading 
part in developing our political system in its formative stage. They held to 
different and irreconcilable beliefs. They banned the use of intolerant methods 
in making their beliefs prevail. So they found the American way. That is how 
the Federal Council states the doctrine of the separation of church and state. 
The Federal Council carefully avoids this formula and thus dodges the whole — 
issue of Catholic intransigence towards all other beliefs. 

It would have been of much greater importance had the Federal Council 
taken up the question of Rome or of Britain or of the cartel influence on 
American foreign policy. The influence of Britain on American foreign policy 
is intimate and powerful. The influence of the Vatican is even more powerful. 
The influence of American big business is more powerful than either of the 
other two and uses the other two. These should be the special concern of 
prophetic religion in the United States. But Henry Luce and John Foster Dulles 
and those they serve can scarcely be said to be interested in prophetic religion. 


THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO SAINT LUCE 


After all it is fun building an empire. There is a thrill in it. It is a gamble. 
Tara is grass and behold how Troy lieth low, said the Gaelic poet, and even 
the English, perchance their hour may come. The Gaeltacht once strode Europe. | 
Now its kilted slaves beat down the free peoples of Greece with Sheffield 
bayonets, But power today shifts its center of gravity, follows money to the 
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place where the money is, America whose streets are paved with gold. The 
American Century. American destiny. Its gospels: Life; Time and Fortune. Its. 
apostle the little son of the Chinese missionary, Henry Luce. This is all in order. 
Pathetic, but in order. It is tragic, however, in a deeper sense than even Dr. 
Niebuhr uses the word, that a man of Niebuhtr’s insights has not just a little | 


more insight. Tragic that Dr. Niebuhr'could not have got a grip on himself | 
and stopped the career of his madness before adding his testimony to that of — 


Hutchinson and Van Dusen and Walsh and Dulles in the portfolio of fascist-. 


minded and war-mongering Christian leaders. 


‘ 


DR. CAVERT'S CHURCH-STATE: MISSION 
Editorial by JAMES M. FREEMAN 


Under appointment by the Secretary of War, the Rev. Dr. Samuel McCrea | 


Cavert spent the summer in Germany as the Protestant liaison representative 
between the German Churches andthe American Military Government. He 
had been nominated for the position by the Executive Committee of the Federal _ 
Council of the Churches of Christ, of which he is the General Secretary. 

The arrangement under which he and similar representatives of the Roman 
Catholic and Jewish faiths went to Germany was the result of “an impressive 
recommendation made to the President of the United States” by three top- 
tanking Protestant clergymen. These three were: Bishop G. Bromley Oxnam 
(Methodist President of the Federal Council), Bishop H. K. Sherrill (Episco- 
palian, newly chosen Presiding Bishop of his Church), and Dr. F. C. Fry 
(President of the United Lutheran Church in America, at the time). 

Since his return, Dr. Cavert has written a “Report of a Mission to Germany.” 

Surveying conditions in Germany, which he finds depressing, he comments: 

“It seems probable that the Eastern Zone of Occupation will be a perma- 
nent satellite of Russia. The question is whether the western zones will, in time, 
be drawn also into the Soviet orbit or whether they will be able to establish 
some stable and effective form of democratic government ... Today Russia, on 
the one-hand, and Great Britain and America, on the other, are beginning to 
_ compete with each other for German support in a struggle ‘in which the future 
of civilization is at stake . \. Today it appears that the Christian policy of recon- 
ciliation and helpfulness (towards the defeated peoples) is the only possible 
realism! For unless Germany can be brought to a stable and prosperous condi- 
tion, no effective democracy can be achieved . .. And if democracy fails in 
the American and British Zones and leaves social and economic chaos, the 
whole of Germany will pass into the Communist sphere—and, with Germany, 
probably the whole of Western Europe.” 

Discussing religious conditions, Dr. Cavert states that while the German 
Church leaders have “misgivings on many specific points” with respect to the 
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: ‘American Military Government (such as the de-nazification procedures as 
applied to the Church), “At the same time there is no question whatever but — 
that the Churches hope the Americans will remain until the country is capable 
of self-government. They fear the danger of Russian ascendancy in other zones 
than the Russian.”  - - 


Dr. Cavert found the German Church leaders mightily exercised over the 
de-nazification of the Church. The AMG had “wisely adopted the policy of 
leaving it to the Church to ‘clean its own house.’” But “influential persons in 
the Military Government . . . are convinced. that many additional dismissals 
should have taken place.” It appears that “significant test cases will probably . 
develop soon’ before tribunals of German citizens set up by a “law for libera- 
tion from National Socialism and Militarism,” promulgated last spring. What 
particularly incenses the Church is the fact that anyone convicted under this 

law “shall be forbidden ‘to be active as teacher, preacher, editor, author, or 
tadio commentator.’”’ The Church insists that this provision “invades the right 
of the Church alone to determine who may preach the Word of God.” 


Dr. Cavert says that he took this matter up with General Clay’s adviser in 
de-nazification policies. “I took the position,” he writes, “that it would be con- 
trary to our American tradition of the separatiort of Church and State if the 
Government, in addition to imposing legal penalties on the individual minister, 
should undertake to dictate to the Church what it must do in the field of its 
own spiritual leadership.” He “expressed the hope” that the law could be 
changed at this particular point and “voiced the judgment” that in the case of 
any minister now holding a post being convicted “the Church itself could be 
trusted” to see that he no longer preached. 

In the next paragraph of his report, this appointee of the Department of 
War hastens to add: “I made it clear (in conversations with German Church 
leaders’ that in the ‘American pattern’ Church and State are so separate that 
the representative of the American Churches would not exercise any function 
in the American Military Government. I urged them to think of the new liaison 
representative as being wholly a churchman...” 

Right after this, Dr. Cavert tells us of the agreement which he, by himself, 
arranged with the head of the American Military Government, General Clay, — 
concerning liaison representatives. He states: “My chief concern was to see the 
_ Principle established that the liaison representative should be granted complete 
“ freedom in all his relations with the churches and yet have the facilities for his 
work which only the Military Government can give. To my great satisfaction, 
General Clay assented to this principle.” The result was an official directive to 
the subject of “Liaison Representatives from U. S. Churches.” 

This directive of the AMG, the full text of which is appended to Dr. Cavert’s 
report, states that the Military Government shall grant the liaison representa- 
‘tives billet and mess privileges at the usual civilian rates and the right to receive 
Beeercncy Control Record Books as well as Post Exchange and Army Exchange 
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Service ration cards; the cost of their travel by the air, rail and motor facilities 
of the Military Government (except in Berlin) will be borne by the War 
Department as well as fuel and maintenance for their cars; office space, equip- 
ment and other administrative facilities will be provided by the Military 
Government. 


In the section dealing with the establishment of this agreement, Dr. Cavert 
says that while he was able to talk at length with the Jéwish liaison representa- 
tive, Rabbi Alexander Rosenberg, he was “unable to see Bishop Muench, the 
Roman Catholic representative, as he had not yet reached Berlin.” 


Concluding with a discussion of the appointment of a successor to himself 
as Protestant liaison representative (Dr. Julius Bodensieck, President of Wart- 
burg Theological Seminary, was appointed Sept. 26), Dr. Cavert respectfully 
suggests that he “must be concerned, above all, to help in every possible way 
to make the whole Church of Christ in Germany a great force for moral and 
spiritual advance in the critical days that lie ahead.” 

What are we to conclude from Dr. Cavert’s report? 

A church-state arrangement has been negotiated by Protestant leadership 
for a region which is dominated politically by a Vatican-inspired party. While 
prating about separation of ,Church and State, Dr. Cavert has been busily 
engaged in making the Protestant Churches an instrument of the existing 
foreign policy of the United States. The German Churches are to be strength- 
ened spiritually as a great force against Russia. What is this but cooperation 
with the Vatican’s “holy war” program? 

It is an interesting commentary on Dr. Cavert’s activity that prior to his 
going to Germany an alternative outlook was drawn to his attention by no 
less a person than the Presiding Bishop of the Protestant Episcopal Church. 
Last June, Bishop Tucker wrote to Dr. Cavert urging that the Federal Council 
of Churches meet an elderly exponent of an involved system of thought by the ~ 
name of D. A. Bailey. Bishop Tucker included in his letter a statement by 
Bailey as to what the latter thought the Federal Council should do. This is the 
statement: 

“My proposal is that by recourse to Theology and its Logic the Prot- 
estant Churches refute the charge made by the Church of Rome and 
others that Russia is atheistical, is anti-God, is anti-Christian; that by 
these means they reveal that, to the contrary but unbeknown both to 
the U.S.S.R. and its enemies, that Nation (Russia) is striving in terms 
of the will of God Omnipotent: for, by so doing, they, the Protestant 
Churches, will aid both Russia and all other Nations and make a defi- — 
nite move in the direction of World Peace.” | 

We understand that Dr. Cavert did not acknowledge Bishop Tucker’s letter. 
(Tucker later stated his belief the letter reached the commission headed by 
Dulles, adding, “I have a good deal of confidence in Mr. John Foster Dulles.) — 
Mr. Bailey may not be important but his statement sums up the religious alter- 


‘Committee, to write a protest to Mr. R. B. Chandler, publisher of the Press- 
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native to the Vatican’s betrayal of mankind. Dr. Cavert’s silence, when it comes — 
to supporting this religious alternative, is part of the silence with which the 
World Council of Churches has failed Christianity and humanity. 
Sin¢e his return from Germany, Dr. Samuel McCrea Cavert has been in- 
volved in an incident which tends to confirm our judgment as to the meaning 
of his report: On the last Sunday of September, the Mobile Council of Churches 
ran an advertisement in the Mobile Press-Register announcing a talk to be | 
delivered by Dr. Cavert in a local Methodist church. Roman Catholic Bishop 
Toolen, in whose diocese Mobile is located, found the advertisement offensive. 
It described the contribution of Protestantism to American democracy. We 
quote from Bishop Toolen’s paper, The Catholic Week, of Oct. 11, as to the 
nature of the offensive advertisement: “Following the usual Protestant line — 
that American democracy sprang from a Protestantism that teaches that every - 
man is free to worship God in his own way, and that man is saved by faith 
alone, the advertisement went on to discredit the need of a church, a priest- 
hood, sacraments, good works, etc. It claimed that it was Protestantism that 
brought education to the masses and it reiterated the principle of separation of 
church and state...” ; 
Bishop Toolen ordered Father D. P. Hartnett, chairman of the Vigilance 
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Register: Father Hartnett obeyed in no uncertain terms in a letter dated October 
1. In this letter he said: “It is quite significant that your report of Dr. S. M. 
Calvert’s (sic) discourse was quite contrary in import tothe bigoted statements 
that were sandwiched into its announcement. Dr. Calvert (sic) sees Europe's 
entire civilization in imminent danger of destruction unless a new spirit shall 
be breathed into the United Nations ... This can be effected, he continues, 
only by the Church, that is the united churches . . . It is thus, too, that Pope 
Pius XII appeals to all Christian believers.” are 

Father Harnett senses Dr. Calvert’s direction in world affairs. It is a disas- 
trous direction. What it means within the nation can be illustrated by reference 
to the field of federal aid to education. Dr: Floyd W. Reeves told the recent 


convention of the American Federation of Teachers that a number of alleged 
precedents of Federal aid to sectarian institutions made it impossible to obtain =~ 


passage of a bill which would provide funds for public schools only. Such _ 


alleged precedents advanced to support Federal aid to parochial schools include 
funds to sectarian colleges for the care of veterahs under the GI Bill of Rights, — 


grants to church institutions under the WPA, the CCC and the NYA, and in 
connection with wartime training projects. In arranging a Federal subsidy for _ — 


American church activity in a part of Germany, the Federal Council of Churches 
has handed the Vatican another precedent to aid its drive towards the destruc- 
tion of the separation of Church and State in the United States. 

The actions of Dr. Calvert and the Federal Council have certainly encour- 
aged the cold camel to push further into the tent. 
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THE CHRISTIAN CENTURY AND LIFE 
Editorial by JAMES M. FREEMAN 


Paul Hutchinson, managing editor of the Christian Century, is doing a job 
for Life magazine. Life is sending him around the world to write about the 
state of organized Christianity abroad. His first report (Life, Sept. 23) was 
given the titlé “Does Europe Face Holy War?” His article promotes the con- 
cept of the “holy war.” He nails his thesis to the pages of Life-with the words 
of Pope Pius XII. He sees the Christian political parties trying to lead Europe 
on to the utopia of Christian socialism. These parties he writes about are over- 
whelmingly Roman Catholic. They are pre-war clerical fascist parties reorgan- 
ized with new slogans to serve the Vatican’s foreign policy. They serve as a 
front for conservatives, reactionaries and outright fascists. But Paul Hutchinson 
sees what he calls the “breath of life” in them. He even goes so far as to assert 
that they are the ideological descendants of the prophets of Israel and the New 
Testament. In writing thus for Life, the managing editor of the Christian 
Century is serving a master, but it is not Jesus of Nazareth. The master he 
serves is the Vatican-Cartel Front against the people of the world. Life is owned 


_ by the inner circle of American finance capital. Itf owners include: J. P. Morgan 


& Co., Inc.; Brown Brothers, Harriman & Co.; the New York Trust Co. (for 
Edith and William Hale Harkness of the Standard Oil fortune); the Irving 
Trust Co.; and William V. Griffin. Mr. Griffin, chairman of the Brady Security 
and Realty Corp. and director of a host of companies, happens to be a Papal 
Chamberlain and has been decorated by the Vatican as Knight Commander 
of the Order of St. Gregory the Great and Knight of Malta. Reading the 
Catholic Almanac we note that such decorations are given to persons rendering 
outstanding service to the Vatican. 

After visiting the Vatican, Paul Hutchinson wrote a gloomy report about 
Europe, published in the Christian Century of Oct. 16. In this he stated his 
conviction that tHe Christian parties would not “render much service of a 
constructive nature.” Then he confessed that he had written as favorably as 
possible about them elsewhere (that is, in Life). This confession of distortion 


- in his article for Léfe was conveniently deleted from the digest of his. report 


im the Oct. 21 Time. The managing editor of the Christian Century is trying 


to serve two masters—and Magnmon has the greater circulation. 
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“NO HALO FOR KAGAWA 
By BARNARD RUBIN 


Here is the truth about the "saintly" Kagawa of 
Japan by the Army reporter who was gagged by 
the strong arm of General MacArthur's censorship. 


—On December 20, 1945, the Army newspaper Stars and Stripes in 
Tokyo published an article on Dr. Toyohiko Kagawa by its star column- 
ist Barnard Rubin. The piece, entitled “Under Christian Guise, This 
Jap Fostered War,” precipitated an international storm of protest and 
upset one of General MacArthur's fondest dreams. Rubin's further 
revelations were suppressed and fe was transferred from Stars and — 
Stripes along with its editor. Since his honorable discharge from the 
Army, Barnard Rubin has put the complete story into a chapter on 
Kagawa in the book he is writing about Japan, THE PROTESTANT pre- 
sents the chapter in two installments, of which this is the first. Darrel 
Beriigan, Far Eastern editor of the New York Post, said of the author: 
“Rubin ge knows more about Japan than any. other newspaper- 


man here.” 


B* TRACING the censorship directives 
which my column in Stars and 
Stripes was. subject to, one could follow 
the real occupation policy that was be- 
ing developed by General MacArthur 
under cover of the ‘silken curtain’. 
The first ‘sacred cow’, as mentioned 
previously, was Hirohito. The second 


was the Japanese government and gov- . 
I was forbidden to. 


ernment officials. 
print any facts “tending to reflect” on 
the Shidehara government, which was 
openly‘ dominated by Diet members of 
the officially dissolved Japan Political 
Association (Dai-Nippon Seijikai), the 
organization that had been Japan's ver- 
sion of the Nazi Party and was utilized 
by Tojo as a Diet whip. 

GHQ was particularly 
about revelations of the fascist and mil- 
itarist background of the white-haired 
boys they were trying to keep off the 
War Criminal List. 

The only reason my Kagawa column 
was permitted to appear in print was 
the fact that at the time Dr. Toyohiko 


concerned. 


For more about Rubin see Notes on Persons. 


*Kagawa held no official government 
post. Colonel Parks, then officer in 
charge of Stars and Stripes (whose 
knowledge of the Japanese political 
situation was, at best, quite vague), 
therefore let it go through. 

He was, to put it mildly, severely 
shocked when he was informed that 
publication of the column which was 
picked up by the press all over the 
world had ruined MacArthur’s fondest 
dream. MacArthur’s ambition was,,to 
present to the world a picture of Japan 
under his command with. a Premier 
(appointed by the Emperor) blessed 
with an unblemished reputation; more, 
a Premier with an international reputa- 


tion as a great Christian leader with in- — : 


ternational Christian support; a social 
reformer, a pacifist—a man who was 
regarded by millions of sincere people 
in the western world as the ‘Saint of 
Japan’. . 
MacArthur felt that Toyohiko Ka- 
gawa was the man to most effectively 
carry out his cherished plan of creating 
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a ‘New Japan’—a New Japan in_es- 
sence still dominated by the same old 
ruling classes, the Imperial Family and 
the Zaibatsu, under a new ‘democratic’ 


facade. 


When the column on Kagawa ap- 
peared, the campaign was in full swing. 

Kagawa was lecturing to Eighth 
Army chaplains. A press release was 
issued announcing that he was lecturing 
the Imperial Family daily on Chris- 
tianity and ‘cooperation’. But prominent 
Japanese journalists, close to the Im- 
perial Household (they remain name- 
less here for obvious reasons), told me 
that a“sensational announcement would 
soon be made: that the Emperor would 
be converted to Christianity—by Ka- 
gawa! ; 

The highspot of the campaign was 
to be the Christmas Day Sermon by, 
Kagawa at a large meeting in MacAr- 
thur’s Headquarters, the Dai Ichi Build- 
ing in Tokyo. The meeting was being 
organized by Army chaplains with lead- 
ing Navy and Army: brass scheduled to 
put in an appearance. 


qe COLUMN appeared in the De- 
cember 20th Stars and Stripes, five 
days before the meeting. It said: 


“UNDER CHRISTIAN GUISE, THIS JAP 
z FOSTERED WAR 

“A man who has propagandized 
for an aggressive war; a man who 
has called for the defeat of the Unit- 
ed States on Nazi-like racial grounds, 

~ and who still has to a large extent, 
the reputation in the States of being 
a Christian pacifist and a social re- 
former, must be a very clever man 
indeed. 

“The man is Dr. Toyohiko Ka- 
gawa, who used to be one of the fa- 
vorites of American lecture booking 
agencies. The combination of Ka- 
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gawa’s ‘magnetic personality’, and the 
build-up accorded him as a ‘Chris- 
tian reformer’ from the ‘mysterious’ 
East proved an irresistible attraction 
to wide audiences. He lectured on 
Christianity, pacifism, social reform, 
education, and the cooperative move- 
ment. 

‘“Kagawa’s camouflage was as 
skillfully worked out as that of a 
Nazi agent in a Hitchcock ~ movie. 
And just as surely came the denoue- 
ment. 


“The story of his American repu- 
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tation was being relayed to the Japa- 


nese people by the Nippon govern- 
ment controlled press. Thus Ka- 
gawa’s war-mongering was supposed 
to be that much more effective in 
convincing the Japanese people that 
the war against the United States was 
a just war. For was it not supported 
by a man who knew America, and 
who was known by both Americans 
and Japanese to be a Christian man 
of peace? 

“Throughout the war Kagawa 
served the fascist government of Ja- 
pan well. In his 1942 Christmas mes- 
sage, for example, he blamed ‘the 
Christian countries for bombing peo- 
ples and areas (Pearl Harbor, Man-- 
ila, etc. don’t count—B.R.) where 


~they sent their missionaries to preach , 


the Gospel, and slaughtering the sons 


of God ,whom their ‘ missionaries 


baptize. 

“In the Magazine for Christianity 
(a 1944 issue) he wrote an article 
entitled “A Prophecy of the Downfall 
of America.’ : 

“He was sent to the Philippines 
during the invasion, to help it along 
(according to Japanese records) ‘by 
working on the Christian problems 
of the occupation.’ 


“His Christian background came 
in handy! 

“And Kagawa’s build-up in the co- 
operative movement was useful when 
he became adviser to the reactionary 
Great Japan Agrarian People’s As- 
sociation—the Dai Nippon Nomin 
Kumiai. 

“Kagawa gave what he’ probably 
thought was one of his best efforts 
in August 1942. It was an all-out 
attempt to whip up the Japanese to 
racial hatred against the Americans; 


to picture the war as a-battle of race : 


against race. 

“In the sermon he spread the ru- 
mor that American soldiers were send- 
ing Japanese skulls and skeletons 
home as souvenirs. Thus, he easily 
proved that American actions were 
(the quotes are Kagawa’s, from an 
FCC report) ‘a kind of savagery 
comparable to the lowest cannibal- 
ism. : 


cee 


not believe that the Almighty God 
of all the earth will permit the success 
of their inordinate ambitions for 
world domination which forged the 
spirit of racial superiority, but at the 
same time talks of freedom and lib- 
erty, using these words while waging 
this unjust war on the Oriental race. 
Ah, woe to America for so degrading 
the name of Christ by this butchery.’ 

“So spake the ‘Christian pacifist’! 

“But Japan’s defeat has not brought 
an end to the activities of Dr. Ka- 
gawa. He is again active in the po- 
litical field and ‘leading’ a teachers’ 
union and cooperative societies! 

“He was on the platform at the 
inaugural meeting of the Social Dem- 
ocratic Party where he distinguished 
himself by giving three loud banzais 
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Today (Kagawa continued) I 
see America as a white grave. I can- 
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for the Emperor. (Much to the dis- 
gust of the Social Democratic work- 
ets and to the discomfort of the party 
executive committee who have re- 
cently slipped over the resolution sup- 
porting Hirohito without consulting 
the irate local branches.) 

“Kagawa, only lately was out 
stumping side by side with Yoshio 
Kodama, former leader of the fascist 
Patriotic Mass Party. During the war 
Kodama made a fortune by confis- 
cating properties and commodities in 
China and then selling them at fan- 
tastic prices to the Japanese Navy. 
Until recently Kodama was using 
some of these profits to subsidize 
many of the: now one-man ultrana- 
tionalist ‘parties’ that have sprung 
up with the avowed intention of pro- 
tecting the Emperor system. 

“Kodama and Kagawa had also 
worked together when they both were 
acting as advisers to Prince Higashi- 
kuni, former Prime Minister. ; 

‘Kodama was arrested the other 
day as a war criminal suspect. But 
Kagawa is still playing the game— 


Pe 


as the Christian pacifist and social 


reformer. 
\ . 
“Very clever. But how clever re- 
mains to be seen.” 


HE EFFECT of the above column 
was instantaneous. 


MacArthur in a rage, called the chap- 
Jains who were organizing the meeting 


and told them they would have to cancel 
Kagawa’s speech. 


Chaplains by the dozen were phon-— 


ing and trying to see me. Some GHQ 
chaplains told me that they were swamp- 


ed with phone calls and questions an — 


hour after the paper was off the press. 
After the column was picked up by the 
wire services they were flooded with 


& 
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cables and letters from church-heads 


in the States and State Department 


people. 
___ (Later, the State Department’s Of- 

fice of the Foreign Advisor in its report 
on the advisability of Kagawa becoming 
Premier, stated ‘the feeling is strong, 
however, that his reputation among 
American circles has been too damaged 
by the recent condemnatory afticle in 
the Tokyo edition of Stars and Stripes.’) 

GHQ chaplain, Paul Yinger, who 
had been working on the Kagawa meet- 
ing, and Naval chaplain, Wels, had a 
long talk with me. ' 


Both impressed me as being fine, 
sincere men. 


Chaplain Yinger was visibly shaken 
and emotionally distraught. He told me 
of the strong faith that he and others 
had had in Kagawa; how anxious they 
_ had been to get to Japan for the sole 
reason of meeting him; how Kagawa 
had always been to them a shining sym- 
bol of Christianity, fighting bravely to 
spread the faith in a brutal Japan. 

They said they felt that they had to 
see me in order to find out what kind 
of a man I was, whether I was a yellow 
journalist, or whether I was printing 
facts, or whether I was simply anti- 
Christian. I told them that some of the 
most damning quotations had come 
from Counter Intelligence Corps files 
and FCC reports. 


On the question of Chaictenty in 
Japan I told them I was more than anx- 
ious to publicize any Christian leader 
who had stood up for the principles of 
his faith against the fascism and militar- 
ism of Japan’s war-makers during the 
war. I reminded them of the stories we 
used to get from occupied and fascist 
countries about church leaders coura- 
geously telling their flocks the truth 
about Nazism and Nazi aggression in 


defiance of the authorities. If we could 
find any outstanding Christian leaders 


here in Japan who stodd up against the 


militarists, I would be only too glad to 
publicize them to the best of my ability. 

Both Wels and Yinger were silent 
for long moments. Then in a low voice 
Chaplain Yinger said “I’m ashamed to 
say that that will be probably very hard 
to find in Japan.” 

“Well,” I said, 
for him.” 

“There might be one place, 
said—‘Topping House.” 


“Jet’s make a search 


“They're really Kagawa followers, 
but I’m sure they are sincere people 
who were misled by Kagawa.” 

We agreed that Chaplain Wels would 
take me down to Topping House the 
next day. 

' When they left, Wels shook my hand 
saying, “Young man, it’s been a severe 


blow, but you've probably done Chris- 


tianity a great service.’ 


; FE OPPING HousE turned out to be a 


small building, housing-an organi- 
zation devoted to the support of Ka- 
gawa and run by American citizens. 
When we entered the house, a small, 
saintly old lady, looking like Whis- 
tler’s mother, came down fo greet us. 

“I prayed and fasted all day when 
your article appeared,” she told me in 
her gentle voice. “I prayed for you.” 

We sat down, and I squirmed un- 
comfortably. I was sorry I came, for 
obviously this sweet old lady was simply 
a deluded and sincere Christian follow- 
er of Kagawa. To be polite I asked her 
about herself. 

Mrs. 
came to Japan about fifty years ago. 


She and her husband ran a missionary © 


school called Topping House. They 
admired Kagawa’s. work to the point 
: = 
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they 


Genevieve Faville Topping _ 


where their organization ‘heme faut 


a Kagawa Institute, spreading his fame 
and doctrines the world over a par- 
ticularly in America. 

She said, “Kagawa embodied in him- 
self, in his own personality, the law of 
religion, the law of love.” 

She went on in her lulling, gentle 
voice to tell me that her husband had 
died three years ago. She said that the 
Japanese government had been very 
kind and had offered to let her speak 
on the radio to broadcast to the States 
the news of her -husband’s death so that 
she could assure their friends and kind 
that he did not die of _deprivations or 
cruel treatment. 

I stirred a bit at that. From what J 
knew of Japan’s militarist government 
during the war—the Death March, the 
torture and execution of American war 
prisoners—this concern on the part of 
the government struck me as being 
quite out of character. 

I asked her if she had taken advan- 
tage of their offer, and she said that she 
had. “Did you ever speak on the Japa- 
nese radio to. the United States again?” 

Yes, she had. She had made several 
broadcasts which were beamed to the 
States and addressed to the American 
women. Mrs. Topping had urged the 
women to stop doing anything which 


‘would contribute to America’s war ef- 


fort. 

(Later when I told Darryl Berrigan, 
Far Eastern Editor of the New York 
Post, about this, he interviewed her. 
“I tried to-persuade the women of Amer- 
ica to move anyone and everyone to the 
realization that it was possible to ne- 
gotiate peace if the Americans would 
only halt their atrocities,’ she told him. 

As Berrigan said, ‘This revelation 
gave me the same sensation I had when 
seeing Arsenic and Old Lace.’’) 
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Ver statement about American atroci- 
ties was. obviously, of course, in line — 
with Kagawa’s speeches in which he 
called American soldiers ‘barbarians and 
savages’. 

It was only then that the full reali- 
zation of what she was saying struck 
me. In fact, after being lulled by her 
sweet, gentle tone, it came as a mental ~ 
kick in the belly. ; 

I had walked into a nest of American 
traitors! & 

I tried to be subtle. “Mrs. Topping,” 
I asked, “I can possibly understand your © 
making these talks to American women 
because you probably were sincerely in- 
terested in stopping the horrible war. 
But, 
Communications Commission must have 
recorded your broadcast as they did all 
broadcasts from the Axis nations. And 
if that is so, then certainly our Counter 
Intelligence Corps here must be aware 


of the fact that you made these broad- 


casts and might not agree with your al- ~ 
truistic motives for making them.” 

“Oh,”*she said cheerfully, “I know 
many of the CIC boys. They've been 
around to see me, and I get along quite 
well with their officers, I’ve spqken to 
them about you,” she smiled, “and to 
quite a few people in Headquarters and 
with leading chaplains.” 

I looked across at Chaplain Wels. 
His face was expressionless. 


HEN I got back to the office that 

day, I was vehemently ordered 
by a frightened Colonel Parks to ‘lay 
off’ Kagawa. 

The pathetic colonel nervously told 
me that he had just received the order 
from MacArthur through his Chief of 
Staff. 

I was not even permitted to mention 
his name again in the column. 


it seems to me that the Federal — 
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It was obvious to everyone around 
GHQ that my fate was sealed after the 
Kagawa article. General Thorpe’s*Coun- 
ter Intelligence Corps played the lead- 
ing role for MacArthur in the final ruin- 
ation of Stars and Stripes. 

The ironical factor in this situation 
was that up until that time I had been 
working closely with the Counter In- 
telligence Corps. © This relationship 
started in the early days of the column 
when I had run across evidence of 

_terroristic activities Against the new 

tenant farmers’ organizations by mem- 
bers of the officially disbanded Secret 
and Thought Police. 


I gave this evidence to the Counter 
Intelligence Corps, and shortly after- 
wards the CIC officers asked me to co- 
operate with them, which I did. 


As a matter of fact, I had given them — 


some of the information they had on 
. Kagawa. » 

As a result of this work, I was intro- 
duced to General Thorpe, and we had 
a long conversation. The General told 
me that he appreciated my assistance 
and wanted to know if there was any- 
thing that he could do to help me in 
my work. I asked him if I could have 
his permission to consult Counter In- 
telligence Corps files which were not 
top secret. He thereupon instructed his 
public relations officer, who was present, 
to let me have access to all material that 
was not top secret. 

I then at the time asked for permis- 
sion to see the file on Kagawa, and he 
assented. The officer then took me down 
to look at the material (which included 
that which I had submitted), and I 
copied a few items which I later used 
in the column. 

The material was definitely not clas- 
sified as top secret despite General 
Thorpe’s later allegation after the edi- 
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tor and I had been fired. It would have 
been more peculiar if there had been 
any truth to Thorpe’s statement, for I 
was given access to the material only 
after his explicit"instructions that I was 
not to be shown top secret documents. 
And every item copied from the files 
was written directly under the eyes of 
his public relations, officer. 


Avy MY DISMISSAL when I accused 
General Thorpe of protecting 
American traitors, and gave him the lie 
on his charge of printing ‘classified and 
confidential material’, Thorpe could say ~ 
nothing. 

That I, a mere enlisted man in a 
caste-ridden atmy, was able to make 
grave, public accusations against a top- 
ranking general without suffering court- 
martial, imprisonment, and dishonor- 
able discharge made it obvious that 
Thorpe had no defense. (As a matter 
of fact, I was released from the army 
with an honorable discharge and an ex- 
cellent character and efficiency rating. ) 

This is the statement I issued and 
which was widely circulated in the 
American press and on the radio: | 

“Gen. Thorpe’s role in our removal 
from the staff of STARS AND STRIPES 
becomes, as Alice used ‘to say, ‘cur- 
iouser and curiouser’. 

“The inspector General’s report 
states that ‘the evidence thus is ob- 
vously insufficient to impugn the 
loyalty of these soldiers’ (Pettus and 
myself). The main reason for our 
removal, therefore, is General 
Thorpe’s unfavorable views as to our 

- ‘discretion and integrity’. 

“General Thorpe says nothing 
about the fact that I seemed to have 
had enough integrity and discretion 
to handle a machine gun in combat 
against the Japanese. 
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~ “His main point seems to be the 
printing of what he calls ‘classified 
and confidential’ material concerning 
Dr. Toyohiko Kawaga in my column. 
I have already explained the baseless- 
ness of this charge. 


“But if Gen. Thorpe is interested 
in finding disloyal Americans and 
people of doubtful integrity, he hasn’t 
far to look. pans 

“They are right here in Japan—in 
Topping House, an organization de- 
voted to the support of Kagawa and 
run by American citizens. 

“Mrs. Genevieve Topping, an 
American citizen who has acted as 
Kagawa’s secretary and who heads 
this Kagawa group made treasonable 
broadcasts for the Japanese govern- 
ment during the war which were 
beamed to the United States.” 

I then recounted what Mrs. Topping 
had told me and Berrigan, concluding: 

~ “Evidently she feels quite safe. 

“Kagawa feels: more than safe. 
Kagawa is now boasting that he 
‘stands so high with GHQ that he 
had Rubin and Pettus exiled to Okin- 
awa’.” 

General Thorpe was never able to 
make a rebuttal. If he would have at- 
tempted to explain, it would have meant 
the direct involvement of General Mac- 
Arthur. And that wasn’t done in the 
Pacific Theater. 


HEN I LEFT JAPAN in the latter 

part bf April, Topping House 
was still going strong. Gls, chaplains 
‘(although there were now fewer of 
them), and officers were still hanging 
around there, absorbing large doses of 
Kagawa - Topping propaganda. When 
Berrigan was down there, in addition 
to Mrs. Topping, he interviewed three 
other of the - Foundation leaders—all 
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American citizens, Elizabeth Kilburn, 


Ruth Ward, and Japanese - American 
Seiko Watanabe. 

Berrigan wrote home in the latter 
part of February: 


“There has been quite a little con- 


troversy here over a Japanese Chris- 


tian by the name of Kagawa who 


made some anti-American, not-so- 
Christian statements during the war — 


and is now the darling of a number 
of American army chaplains. Cpl. 
Barnard Rubin started it all by ex- 
posing Kagawa in his Stars and 
Stripes column and got slapped down 
by chaplains for doing it. Barnie 
Rubin probably knows more about 


Kagawa than any other serviceman 


out here but I felt I couldn’t-go to 
Barnie for information because since 
that Kagawa column Barnie has been 
called a ‘disloyal’ citizen of the Unit- 
ed States. So I today sought out a 
loyal American who knows plenty 
about the Japanese in question... | 


“Miss Kilburn told how they were 


taking American servicemen ‘to visit _ 


wounded Japanese in hospitals. Moth- 


er Topping explained that ‘poor. 


wounded boys were taken from their 
homes and forced to fight’. 
“American soldiers take gum and 


candy to the wounded as a little token 


of Christian love.’ ‘At first’ Miss Kil- 
burn said they were suspicious but a 
Lieutenant said ‘we come not as 
Americans but as Christians with the 
same Father. We want to be your 
brothers in Christ.’ 


“We don’t want them to go Com- 


munist. We want to get them over to 


our side. From the point of view of 


the army it is good. In their state of 
mind they could very easily go Com- 
munist. That is not our purpose of 
’ course’ Miss Kilburn added hastily, 
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‘our purpose is purely religiowts.’ ~ to war. Weren't they, Mother Topp- 
ee ‘““Miss Wantanabe interjected ‘the ing?’ ‘It was an economic war,’ the 
ii Christian’ GIs are doing a lot for the = Mother said, nodding wisely. 
ase Japanese.’ “Aren’t all GIs Christians?’ “But you would not have wanted 
an I asked in surprise. us to let the Japanese occupy America, 
Pe “Miss Watanabe hesitated, then would you?” ‘Why,’ Miss Ward said, _ 
plunged in fearlessly ‘well, I would they never intended to occupy Amer- 
say about 80 per cent.’ ica.’ ‘And they never bombed Amer- 


“But that 80 per cent are doing a oe Miss Kulbarn satd.- 
fine job according to Miss Ward. Bae FORBIDDEN to write any more 
“That is just what Mr. Kagawa said’ about Kagawa after the first article 
Miss Kilburn declared. ‘Mr. Kagawa put me in a rather embarrassing position. 
just can’t say enough for Gen. Mac- Kagawa at first emphatically denied do- 
Arthur. He says that MacArthur is ing or saying most of the things I had 
saving Japan for democracy. He just described in the column. At the same 
can’t say enough! When I said, well time, some powerful religious leaders 
there are some Americans who are were claifhing that I had either dis- 
robbing the Japanese, he said, that is torted or deliberately misinterpreted the 
only a minority.’ Miss Ward seemed facts. Meanwhile, I was forced to te- 
pleased that Mr. Kagawa was not up- main silent while Kagawa’s and his sup- 
set by the few unruly Americans who _ porters: denials were receiving publicity. 
probably are not Christians anyway. | However, that situation soon began 
“I asked about Kagawa then, a to change. When some of the chaplains 
little bashfully I admit for I could see heard that some of my facts were taken 
already that Kagawa was all right. from Counter Intelligence Corps files, 
Mother Topping said ‘I bow to his they descended in a body on General 
devotion.’ More specifically I asked Thorpe in order to check. Thorpe, of 
about what some Americans consid- course, was forced to admit that it was 
ered ‘violent’ Kagawa statements. true, however, adding the charge that 
“That was a violent time,’ said 1 used the facts without permission. 
Miss Kilburn who spent her war pray- Thorpe’s charges didn’t particularly 
ing in a Japanese internment camp. ‘impress these chaplains once he ad- 
‘I said violent things in my heart mitted the authenticity of the damaging 
when American planes bombed Tokyo facts. 
and if I could have reached a radio I In addition, correspondents, like Pete 
- would have said them to the Amer- Kalischer of the United Press, Mark 
icans too. You cannot understand un- Gayn of the Chicago Sun, Berrigan of 
less you were under the liquid fire of the New York Post, and Frank Robert- 
American planes.’ I explained that I son of International News Service, soon 
had experienced Japanese liquid fire ‘began to get after Kagawa in an attempt, 
-in China and Burma long before the once and for all, to pin the truth down. 
Americans bombed Japan and anyway Close and persistent questioning on. 
who started it. ‘Does one wrong de-_ their part soon forced Kagawa into re- 
serve another?’ Miss Kilburn snapped. _ versals of his denials. 
‘Anyway Japan did not start it,’ Miss It was only when the fight around our 
Watanabe said. “They were forced in- dismissal became public that I was able 
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to release some of the information that 
I had in the form of statements to the 
press. However, these statements rep- 
resented only a minor part of the in- 
dictment against Kagawa. 


I HAD ORIGINALLY intended to do a 
few additional background columns 
on Kagawa before presenting the new 
material I had accumulated. For ex- 
ample, Kagawa justified his acceptance 
of the appointment by Prince Higashik- 
uni as his cabinet political adviser on the 
grounds that Higashikuni was a ‘liberal’ 
and ‘generous’ man. 

However, Kagawa Gea for- 
got to mention that it was the same 
Higashikuni who, as a general in the 
Japanese Army, gave orders to execute 


“captured American aviators. 


When asked for the circumstances 
surrounding his speaking from the same 
platform with Yoshio Kodama, former 
leader of the fascist Patriotic Mass Party 
and also adviser to former Premier 
Prince Higashikuni, who is now under 
arrest as a war criminal, Kagawa claimed 
that the joint appearance was purely ac- 
cidental and that there was no connec- 
tion between himself and the fascist 
leader. But, it was Prince Higashikuni 
who revealed that it was Kagawa who 


~ recommended Kodama as his other ad- 


viser. ' 


wy FAR BACK as 1931 Miss Freda 
Utley wrote in her book Lancashire 
and the Far East that Kagawa was “now 
a warm ally of the government. He was 
recently given a post under the Tokyo 
municipality, and is regarded by the 
authorities as a most valuable ally 
against the rising discontent of the work- 
ers .. . and peasants.” 

It is in this role that Kagawa aided 
the Japanese militarists and Zaibatsu and 
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was scheduled to help carry through 
MacArthur's ‘policy of preventing the 
rise of a truly democratic Japan in which 
the workers and peasants would have 
more to say than the war-making Zal- 
batsu and Emperor. 

Kagawa’s main strategy along these 
lines was a desperate and continuous — 
effort to dampen the rising democratic 
spirit of the Japanese masses by ener- 
getically propagandizing for closer ties 
“between the Emperor and his subjects” 
and whitewashing and exalting Hiro- 
hito’s character and activities. 

The result, of course, was essentially 
a denial of the true essence of Chris- 
tianity as Kagawa’s ultranationalism far 
overshadowed what he claimed to be his 
‘Christianity’. An example of his efforts 
to utilize religion to support the Impe- 
rial structure of Japan (Tennoism) is 
found in an excerpt from a sermon de- 
livered in 1940 on the occasion of the 
so-called 2,600th year of the Japanese 
Empire. 

In discussing the ‘‘traditional Japanese 
spirit’”’—which embraces those feudal 
concepts, so strenuously inculcated by 
the Japanese militarists—Kagawa stated: 

“Of this great spirit, Japan can be 
proud. This spirit is not to be con- 
fused with the spirit of Jesus . . . but 
when we build on it the religion of 
the cross, we have a faith that will 
endure.” 


on THE OCCUPATION, Kagawa has 
intensified his campaign, evidently 
with GHQ’s approval, to. maintain ve 
Tenno system. 

A typical expression of Kagawa’s cur- 
rent ‘occupation’ views is the article, “A 
New Basis for Proletarian Parties,” pub- 
lished in the monthly magazine Shinsez 
of November 1945, In this article Ka- 
gawa states that a constitutional mon- 
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archy (‘constitutional’ now in deference 
to the Potsdam’s decisions —B. R.) 
would serve as a “‘center of authority” 
aboye partisan politics, and that it would 
preserve Japan's “national policy.” 

Playing the old Nazi and Japanese 
ruling class’s game of splitting the Al- 
lies, Kagawa declafed that a monarchy is 
necessary to stave off “powerful foreign 
countries” by which he obviously means 
the Soviet Union. 

He continued: “As an expression of 
the eternal life of the state and also of 
the preservation of a pure social hered- 
ity, there exists nothing superior to Ja- 
pan’s Imperial Family. .. . The orderly 
progress that Japan has been able to 
make since the Meiji Restoration is due 
entirely to our creative achievements 
through unity under the Imperial House. 

. The masses are blind....When the 
militarists lost their faculty to terminate 
the war and their selective judgment, the 
Imperial House, alone, was in a position 
to act by showing the people precisely 
where to stop. I believe that in all the 
world only the Imperial House of Japan 
possesses this amazing, divine power of 
selection. . . . The sovereign in Japan 
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can be es se as an incarnation of 
social morality. ... In this supreme mo- 
rality, not only the cause of the Japanese 
nation is indicated, but even-the path of 
all humanity can be discerned.” 

Thus, Hirohito, the man who was 
Commander-in-Chief of the Japanese 
Army and Navy, who issued the wart- 
making rescript which began: “I here- 
by declare war upon England, the United 
States, of America .. .’’ is the “incarna- 
tion of social morality.” 

In an article in the Gendai of Octo-~ 
ber, 1945 entitled ‘‘Reconstruction of 
Japan” Kagawa goes on to say: “Keep- 
ing up Japanese history and tradition 
would be fine. In order to maintain the 
mental superiority of our race, the aris- 
tocratic system must be retained. By so 
saying, I am not a conservative...” 

“The question’ most often asked by 


western newspaper men is whether de- - 


mocracy will work in Japan. The biggest 
problem pertaining to this is the quan- 
dary of relationship between democracy 
and the Emperor. . . . I believe that in 
Japan there must be a constitutional de- 
mocracy in which there is reverence for 
the Emperor.” = 


GEORGETOWN PROFESSOR 


Dr. Charles C. Tansill, professor of history of Georgetown University (where 
the Roman Catholic Church trains men for the U. S. forgign service) has been lec- 


turing Sundays on foreign relations at Loyola College, Baltimore. Here are his. 


Opinions on Russian-American relations, as reported in the Baltimore Sun: 


“We are at war with Russia right now. It is now a battle of books and ideas, but 
it may extend to other fields of conflict. Stalin has his eyes fixed on the American 


front as the last great bulwark of democracy. If we meet and defeat the Red menace™ 
on the field of ideas, we may never have to blast it with atom bombs. . . 
Roosevelt’s idea to crush Germany—not Stalin’s. . 


. It was 
. Now, as a result of the crush- 


ing of the Germans, there is no power in Europe to balance that of the Russians. 


And we have only Roosevelt to blame.” 


Dr. Tansill was formerly at Fordham University. 
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HOW SWEDEN ARMS PERON 


* By JOACHIM JOESTEN 


_ —Bofors is one of the most thoroughly integrated armament trusts 
in the world. The man who now controls Bofors .is none other than 
the fabulous magnate Axel L. Wenner-Gren, who in January 1942 
was blacklisted by the United States and Great Britain on account of his 


dealings with the Axis. 


ee DAY President Juan Peron of Ar- 
gentina makes up his mind to a little 
shooting war, he will be well equipped 
for the adventure. 

He will hdve everything a militarist’s 
heart may desire: the deadliest anti- 
aircraft gun every devised; huge armored 
cars and heavy trucks; powerful bombers 
and, speedy fighter planes; bazookas 
more terrible than the German Panzer- 
faust; all this, and many more, nice 
things, made of the finest steel in the 
world by craftsmen unsurpassed for their 
skill and experience. 

Argefitina even now possesses a lige 
and well-trained army, clad and drilled 
in the Prussian manner. It spends a 
larger portion of the national budget for 
military purposes than does the Soviet 
Union. ' 

As yet Argentina does not command 
a. major war industry, the good services 
of Fritz Mandl and other immigrated 
European arms makers notwithstanding. 
Nor has she been able, in the past years, 
to import munitions from abroad except 
on an insignificant seale. 

In recent months, however, the picture 
has changed completely. With the Allied 
blockade off, and ocean traffic returning 
to normal, Argentina is free to import 
all the arms she can buy—and she can 
buy plenty with the cash received for her 
grain and meat. 


Sweden’s Exportable Surplus 
Sweden, which for its own part ab- 


hors war, has been for many years one. 


of the world’s greatest producers and ex- 
porters of munitions. Its famous Bofors — 
concern ranks with the biggest arma- 
ment makers in Europe. 

Bofors has been producing at top 
capacity. Official Swedish figures indi- 
cate that the firm’s annual output in re- 
cent years has averaged about 150,000,- 
000 kronor (about $37,500,000). This 
figure, however, does not take into ac- 
count the arms produced by Bofors’ 
many subsidiaries and affiliated indus- 
tries. One must also keep in mind that 
the Swedish Government, which is un- 
derstandably wary in such matters, has 
consistently pruned down its statistics on 
arms production, the export of ball- 
bearings and iron ore to Germany, Ger- 
man assets in the country,' etc. 

The Swedish authorities also claim. 
that no export of Swedish arms to any 
belligerent country has taken place dur- 
ing the war, with the exception of some 
deliveries made to Finland in 1939-40. 
If one accepts this statement as true, 
there must be a huge stockpile of arms 
and ammunition stored in Sweden right 
now, as that country never entered the 
war. - 

A Swedish army journal, the Ny Milz- 
taer Tidskrift, frankly stated in October 
1944 that “compared to the size of our 
country, Swedish war production is sim- - 
ply enormous.” No exact figures are 
available, of course, but a fair estimate 
would be that Sweden at this time has 
at least half a billion dollars’ worth of 
military supplies on hand. 
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The vast bulk of this huge stockpile 
constitutes exportable surplus, for Swe- 
den is no longer in need of a big army 
or of the large stores of military maté- 
riel and supplies laid up for emergency 
use during the war. 

What, then, is to become of Sweden’ s 
tremendous armament surplus? 
Stockholm Government thus far. has 
given no hint of how it intends to dis- 
pose of it. But— 


Agents and Arms for Argentina 


Within a few days of the end of 
World War II, two representatives of 
the Bofors concern arrived in Buenos 
Aires for talks with Argentine military 
authorities about the purchase of Swed- 
ish antiaircraft guns—reputed to be the 
best in the world—and one: military 
supplies. 

A few days earlier — on August 4, 
1945, to be exact—the Swedish Ambas- 
sador in Buenos Aires, Otto Winther, 
and the Argentine Foreign Minister, 
Cesar Ameghino, had signed a trade 


agreement providing for an extensive . 


exchange of Argentine agricultural 
_ products for manufactured goods from 
Sweden. 

The treaty, naturally, didn’t breathe 
a word about guns and ammunition. It 
is not international good form to men- 
tion such things in documents intended 
for publication. Sweden merely promised 
to deliver steel bars, wire and pipes, ball 
bearings, surgical instruments, oil drill- 
ing machinery, electrical equipment, 
telephones, electric light bulbs, motors 
and engines and other “machinery.” 

It soon transpired, though, that Ar- 
gentina had placed in Sweden large or- 
ders for military equipment. Published 
reports from Stockholm indicated that 
the aggregate value of these orders was 
around $200,000,000. — 

On May 18, 1946, a spokesman of 
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the Swedish Foreign Office admitted to 
foreign correspondents that Sweden was* 
engaged in discussions with the Allies, 
regarding the shipment of munitions to 
Argentina. He declared: 

‘There is no Swedish agreement with 
the United States and Britain not to ex- 
port arms to Argentina, but an exchange 
of opinions concerning the subject with 
several foreign powers, including the 
United States, has been and is being 
made.” 

Other reports from Stockholm at the 
time said the United States had pro- 
tested the filling of the Argentine mili- 
tary ordets and that the Swedish Gov- 
ernment had agreed to delay shipments 
until ‘‘the political situation in Argen- 
tina clarifies.” | 

Well, in a way the Solttical situation 
in Argentina became crystal-clear when 
President Juan Peron took office on June 
1st. Within a week of his inauguration, 
th® Buenos Aires correspondent of the 
New York Times cabled his paper: ‘“De- 
spite a reported Swedish agreement not 
to send military equipment to Argen- 
tina, a representative of the Bofors arms 
plant has arrived. He said he was here 
to ‘teach the Argentine re the use 
of Swedish material.’ ” 

The dispatch further stated hat “Swed- 
ish trucks, some with caterpillar attach- 
ments,” already had arrived in Argen- 
tina. It identified the Bofors represen- 
tative, who expected to stay in Argentina 
from 12.to 18 months, as one Nils Mag- 
nus Hartelius, “who is attached to the 
Bofors local agency of Volvo Argentina 
Limitada.” k 

This passage is particularly revealing 
because in Sweden the Volvo concern, 
which manufactures automobiles, trucks, 
tractors and tanks, does not admit to be- 
ing a Bofors subsidiary, but pete as an 
independent firm. 

Volvo is one of the most aggressive 
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Swedish industrial concerns which last 
year carried on a vigorous sales drive 
not only in Argentina but also in other 
South American countries. It now ap- 
pears that the firm, in addition to sell- 
ing its own motor vehicles, also acts as 
an agency for Bofors — which cannot 


openly advertise and market its output 
abroad. 


Big and Uninhibited Bofors 


Bofors is one of the most thoroughly 
integrated armament trusts in the world. 
It produces every kind and shape of 
weapon known to modern warfare, with 
the possible exception of the atomic 


bomb (and it is no secret that a com- 


prehensive group of Swedish industries, 
headed by Bofors, has been working for 
many months on the atomic project). It 
is closely allied with the SKF ballbear- 
ing concern and with the Swedish Aero- 
plan A.B. (SAB), the country’s leading 
aircraft producer. It has countless plants 
and subsidiaries, some located in Swe- 
den’s great industrial cities, other skil- 
fully hidden away in vast forests. 

At this juncture, Bofors is the only 
European arms maker of first-rate im- 
portance that has neither been national- 
ized nor placed under complete govern- 
ment control. Of its great rivals of pre- 
war fame, the Skoda Works of Pilsen 
have been taken over by the Czecho- 
slovak Government, Schneider-Creusot 
and Renault have been nationalized in 


France, and Vickers is strictly controlled 


by the British Government. 

Bofors alone is in the market to sup- 
ply adventure-bound militarists with the 
wherewithal of war. A bill to national- 
ize the concern in the interest of Swedish 
neutrality and world peace was recently 
introduced in the Riksdag (Swedish par- 
liament), but it seems to be headed for 
certain defeat since both the powerful 
Federation of Swedish Industries and the 
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Export Association have joined forces 
with the political groups opposing it. 


Axel L. Wenner-Gren Again 


The man who now controls Bofors as - 
well as SAB, and a half dozen other top ~ 
industries of Sweden, is none other than’ 
the fabulous magnate Axel L. Wenner- 
Gren, who in January 1942 was black- 


listed by the United States and Great 


Britain on account of his dealings with 
the Axis. 
Wenner-Gren in 1935 acquired one- 
third of Bofors’ stock from the German — 
Krupp Works, after the Riksdag had 
passed a law forbidding foreign owner- 
ship in Swedish corporations. Subse- 
quently, he enlarged his interests in Bo- 
fors and became, with his associates, the 
principal shareholder in the firm. Wen- 
ner-Gren also was the principal founder 
of the SAB in 1937. ‘ 

Even as Bofors swung into high gear 
to arm the totalitarian dictatorship of 
President Peron, Mr. Wenner-Gren was 
engaged in a lawsuit against the United 
States Government, which had refused 
to strike his name off the blacklist. 

Indeed, on April 25, Wenner-Gren’s 
attorneys, Messrs. Leon, Weill & Ma- 
honey of New York, filed a petition 
with the District Court in Washington, 
D. C. to compel the State Department, 
and three other departments, to remove 
the name of the Swedish industrialist, 
who was then a resident-of Mexico City, 
from the list of blocked nationals. 

It appeared from the petition that Mr. 
Wenner-Gren had made many unsuccess- 
ful attempts to convince the adminis- 
tration that his inclusion among the 
blocked nationals was ‘“‘a serious mis- 
take,’’ based on “‘a cruel and groundless 
accusation.”” As late as April 8, Mr. 
Wenner-Gren sent a memorandum to 
the State Department in which he pro- ' 
tested that he was ‘‘a Joyal citizen of 
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neutral and democratic Sweden, and a 
devoted exponent of democracy and per- 
sonal liberty everywhere, also an oxt- 
Spoken enemy of Nazism, Fascism and 
other forms of totalitarianism.” 

On July 8 Wenner-Gren’s name was 
removed from the blacklist and his suit 
against the U. S. Government was 
dropped. By Sept. 19 he was in New 
York City on his way to Sweden to 
check up on his holdings. 

Like Mr. Wenner-Gren personally, 
Bofors and the Swedish Government— 

- without whose tacit acquiescence the Ar- 
gentine arms deal would not be feasible 
—constantly protest their love of democ- 
racy and peace and their abhorrence of 
all forms of totalitarianism. 


The Cloven Hoof Sticks Out 


But the record of the Argentine re- 
gime now headed in name’as well as 
in fact by Juan Peron is a matter of 
general knowledge. Less’ well-known, 
perhaps, is the fact that Argentina last 
year spent 1,413,600,000 pesos for di- 
rect military expenses as follows: Army 
— 785,700,000; Navy — 240,700,000; 
Air Force — 211,500,000; Military fac- 
tories—193,700,000. 

This huge military expenditure, five 
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times as great as in 1942, was in excess 
of the total revenue for 1945, which 
amounted to about 1,355,300,000 pesos. 
It was justified with Argentina’s entry 


~ October-Ni ember t 


into the war — which remained purely” — 


nominal from the first day to the last. 


Official figures published by the Swed- 


ish Government show that Argentina, 
before the war, was one of Bofors’ prin- 
cipal customers. In 1938, Argentina 
headed the list of countries importing 
Swedish arms, amfiunition and other 
implements of war. Of the total arms 


export from Sweden, officially valued at _ 


38,858,233 kronor, Argentina accounted 


_ for 10,391,998 kronor. In 1939 she was 


third on the list, after Britain and Fin- 
land, but even so she imported 11,536,- 
926 kronors’ worth out of the official 
total of 55,891,113. ’ 
Today the Buenos Aires Government 
has many more millions to spend and 


Sweden has much more to sell. With 


Bofors’ agents already active on the spot, 
the situation is perfectly clear. 
Sweden, in arming Juan Peron’s 
militarist Argentina, is doing a great 
disservice to the cause of peace and de- 


mocracy. At both ends of the Swedish- — 


Argentine arms deal, the cloven hoof 


sticks out. y 


* 


DR. LOUIE NEWTON’S ARTICLES—The weekly organ of the General Asso- 
ciation of Baptists in Kentucky, the Western Recorder, has been running a series 
of articles by Dr. Louie D. Newton entitled: ‘““What I Saw and Heard in the Union 
of Soviet Socialist Republics.” Resulting from his recent trip to the Soviet Union 
in connection with Russian relief, these articles throw new light on the history of 


the Baptists (known also in Russia as Evangelical Christians) and the freedom — 


which they and others now enjoy in the Soviet Union. The deeply religious and 
factual character of these articles is in glaring contrast to-the unscrupulous and 
distorted reporting of Time magazine which sought to discredit Dr. Newton's 
testimony to religious freedom in Russia by the use of smart-alec phrases and 
_ poisoned adjectives. We are happy to announce that an article by Dr. Newton, 


who is a member of our editorial advisory: board, will appear in a subsequent issue. — 
= » 


THE EVIDENCE AGAINST “ean 
By JAMES M. FREEMAN 


—‘Answer with readiness my call to the glorious work of guarding the 


Independent State of Croatia and helping its progress.” 


—Archbishop 


' Aloysius Stepinac, to his clergy, April 28, 1941 (13 days after the 
fascist puppet leader Pavelic arrived in Croatia in the wake of the Nazis.) 


RCHBISHOP ALOYSIUS STEPINAC of 
the Roman Catholic Church in 
Croatia, Yugoslavia, has begun to serve 
his sixteen-year sentence at hard labor. 
He was convicted on fourteen counts 
as a fascist collaborator during the war 
and as a promoter of terrorism against 
the present government of Yugoslavia. 


Great prominence has been given in 
the daily press to statements by the 
Vatican and the Roman Catholic hier- 
archy that Stepinac is a completely inno- 
cent man, whose only crime is that of 
standing up for his Church and religion 
against an attempt to destroy both. The 
Roman Catholic weeklies in the United 
States have been crammed with stories 
to that effect. 


It is no secret that the Vatican and its 
official servants would welcome the 
overthrow of the present government of 
Yugoslavia. The Vatican hates the new 
regime which has separated Church and 
State, Church and School,.and guaran- 
teed freedom of religion. This has been 
made clear by statements in the news- 
papers and in the diocesan weeklies. 
Archbishop Stepinac was not, however, 
tried as an agent of the Vatican. He was 
indicted only as a person who aided the 
fascists during and after the war. That 
he indulged in such political activity 
while holding the position of archbishop 
of one of the largest dioceses in the 
world is a reflection on the Vatican 


which retained him and not on the state ~ 


which tried him. 


The evidence against Stepinac has not 
been «given to the American people. 


The press stories mentioned briefly only 


a few items. A minor example of how 
the story was handled is that of a pic- 
ture of Stepinac which was distributed 
by the Associated Press on September 
30. This picture showed the shoulders 


and head of the Archbishop who was 


wearing a tall white head-dress of his 
office. This bust -was lifted from the 
upper right hand corner of a photograph 
which showed Stepinac and other priests 
standing with Ante Pavelic, the fascist 
puppet head of the Croatian state dut- 
ing the Nazi occupation. 


This minor item of press distortion 
came to my attention when I was ex- 


amining photostatic copies of some of. 


the evidence against Stepinac and others 
connected with his case. This evidence, 
only a portion of the total available, is 
completely damning. Furthermore, — it 
destroys the claim made by a Dr. Ste- 


phen Lackovic in letters to editors and — 
prominent Jews that Stepinac was a. 
great friend of the persecuted Jews in 


Croatia. 


Here is the story of Stepinac’s ‘polit- 
ical activity from evidence which I have 
seen and from that tee publicly 
at his trial. 


Ustashi, Crusaders and Ste pinac 


Before the war, the most important 
fascist fifth column forces in Yugo- 
slavia were organized in an illegal body 


. 
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known as the Ustashi. Direction for 
this organization came from Fascist 
_ Italy and Nazi Germany. The head of 

the Ustashi was Dr. Ante Pavelic who 
became the leader of the fascist Inde- 
pendent State of Croatia. 

The Ustashi worked through fronts 
disguised as religious associations. One 
of the most important of these was 
called the “Crusaders.” This associa- 
tion, which had nearly 50,000 members 
before the war, was ostensibly engaged 
in educating its members in the spirit 
of the Roman Catholic Church. Actu- 
ally, it spread the pro-fascist ideas of 
the Ustashi, inciting Croatian chauvin- 
ism and hatred of the Greek Orthodox, 
- Protestants and Jews. 

The Crusaders had units which were 
supposed to be concerned with sports. 
_ These units were educated as military 
groups and were the fighting arm of 
the organization. 

The Crusaders had newspapers which 
propagated national, racial and religious 
hatred. 

The Crusaders were under the con- 
trol of Archbishop Aloysius Stepinac. 
Leaders chosen for the organization had 
to be approved by him. 

The main leader of the Crusaders was 
Dr. Feliks Nedzielski. Dr. Nedzielski 
became a high official in the political 
organization of Ante Pavelic’s Inde- 

pendent Croatian State. 

When the Yugoslav Army tried to 
resist the invasion of the German and 
Italian fascist armies on April 6, 1941, 
_ the fifth columnists in Yugoslavia went 
into action, sabotaging and disarming 
the Yugoslav Army. 

It was then that the Crusaders showed 
their true colors. As a well- -organized 
group they executed their fifth column 
Mission with great success. After the 
establishment of the puppet Croatian 
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state, they went over to the Ustashi mili- 
tary forces and became the core of these 
forces. _ 

It was then revealed that the heads 


_ of the Crusaders had been at the same 


time members of the illegal Ustashi or- 
ganization. Among such leaders were 
Dr. Nedzielski and Dr. Ivan Protulipac. 
Also, many Roman Catholic priests and 
friars had been secret members of the 
Ustashi for years. Among such were 
the famous Zagreb- priest, Dr. Vilem 
Cecelja, who became a colonel of the 
Ustashi; Canon Ivan Mikan from Ogu- 
lin; Canon Dr. Fran Binicki; and the 
Franciscan monks Radoslav Glavas and 
Petar Berkovic. ya 

Thus a major fascist organization was 
developed under the authority of Arch- 
bishop Stepinac and under leaders ape 
proved by him. 


Priests Ordered to Aid Fascism. 


While heavy fighting with the Ger- 
man and Italian invaders was still going © 
on in many parts of Yugoslavia, the 
Germans broke through to Zagreb, the 
capital of Croatia, on. April 10, 1941. 
On that day, Slavko Kvaternik, Ante 
Pavelic’s deputy leader of the Ustashi 
in Croatia, proclaimed an Independent 
Croat State. 

Two days later, on April 12, Arch- 
bishop Stepinac visited Slavko Keates 
nik to congratulate him on the procla- 
mation of so-called Croatian independ- 
ence. That was six days before Yugo- 
slavia capitulated. Stepinac thus demon- 
strated his solidarity with the Ustashi 
and hailed the creation of a pro-Nazi 
state when the regular Yugoslav Army 
was still fighting the enemy. 

The head of the new fascist state, 
Ante Pavelic, arrived in Zagreb from 
Italy on April 15, 1941. On the follow- 
ing day, April 16, Archbishop Stepinac 
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| visited him and congratulated him on Pavelic upon the opening of the Sabor 


| his success. 

‘| As soon as he came to power, Ante 
Pavelic began his notorious persecution 
of the Greek Orthodox Serbs and the 
‘|Jews. But this did not deter Stepinac 
| from declaring himself publicly in favor 
‘Jof the Pavelic regime and giving it his 
| moral and material support. 

On April 26, 1941, Archbishop Ste- 
pinac and his entire episcopacy visited 
Pavelic and publicly. offered their loyal 
cooperation and help. Two days later, 
I) Stepinac sent a pastoral letter to the 
} Roman Catholic clergy which stated: 

Honorable brethren: There is not one 
among you who has not recently been 
a witness of the most momentous occur- 
I rence in the life of the Croatian people, 
among whom we work as the messen- 
gers of Christ’s evangelists. This is an 
event that has fulfilled a long-dreamed 
of .and long-sought for ideal of our 
people... Answer with readiness my 
call to the glorious work of guarding 
the Independent State of Croatia and 
helping its progress. . . . Show your 
readiness, honorable brethren, and now 
fulfill your duty toward the young In- 
dependent State of Croatia.” 

The entire Roman Catholic clergy did 
not respond to this call from Stepinac 
to collaborate with the fascist quislings. 
However, a significant section of the 
clergy did heed the order and supported 
the work of Pavelic’s Ustashi. Stepinac, 
by his call, is fully responsible for the 
participation of these clergy in- Ustashi 
activity and. in the crimes committed 
against the Greek Orthodox Serbs, the 
Jews, and_later against Roman Catholic 
Croatians themselves. 


In Pavelic’s Parliament and Army, 
Archbishop Stepinac went further. 

He became a member of Pavelic’s parlia- 

ment (Sabor). As a member, he greeted 


on February 23, 1942, with these words: 
“O Leader, at a time when the Croatian 
Sabor, ancient symbol of Croatian state- 
hood, following the light from the past, 
wishes together with you, chief of the 
Independent Croat State, to invoke the 
blessing of God the Creator, I cannot 
abstain from saying a few words as a 
representative of God’s Church.” 

This supporter of Pavelic connected 
himself publicly with the Ustash army 
which became infamous for its terrible 
crimes of violence against the Yugoslav 
people. In February, 1942, Archbishop 
Stepinac, with the approval of the Vati- 
ican, became the military vicar of the 
Ustash army. As such, he placed one 
hundred priests as chaplains to_ the 
Ustashi. At that time the Ustash terror 


was at its peak. Hundreds of thousands. 


of Greek Orthodox Serbs had been 
killed, tens of thousands of Jews had 
been murdered in the most barbarous 
fashion, and several hundred thousand 
people were in the concentration camps. 


Against Jews and for Hitler 

As supreme head of the Roman Cath- 
olic Church in Croatia, Archbishop Ste- 
pinac was in control of the Roman Cath- 
olic press. What he permitted to appear 
can be seen in the pages of the Catholic 
Weekly. _ 


On May 25, 1941, the editor of the 


Catholic Weekly, Father Franjo Kralik, 
had an article in its pages entitled: 
“Why Jews Are Persecuted.” This is 
what he said: 

**The incontestable truth is that the 
Jews—a small people—scattered 
throughout the world, are pursued by 
God’s curse which they clearly brought 
upon themselves . . . The movement for 
freeing the world from the Jews is the 
movement for the restoration of man’s 
dignity. The all powerful and all holy 


\ 
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God Himself provides for this restora- “concentration camp of all—Jasenovac— 
tion, for this movement.” ™ in which over half a million person, 
On August 31, 1941, the Catholic were put to death during the Nazi occu 
Weekly carried an article by Father pation. Franciscan Majstorovic admitte: 
Petar Pajic, entitled: ‘Hitler Upholds in court that he had personally organ 
the Mission.” He wrote: ized the murder of 30,000 Jews ane. 
“Until now, God spoke through his Gypsies and of some thousands of Serb» 

apostles, through papal encyclicals, in that concentration camp. 
through innumerable sermons, through Pavelic’s Ustashi, indoctrinated for 
the catechism, through the Christian years with hatred of the Serbs and with 
press, through the heroic deeds of the +éligious intolerance, had proclaimed. 
saints and so forth—And? They closed that their main task was the “cleansing” 
their ears. They became deaf. Now the of their state of “foreign” elements 
_ Almighty has decided to use another Their policy with regard to the Jews 
method. He will prepare missions, Euro- was complete extermination. Over eighty 
pean ones! Worldwide ones! They will per cent of the Jews in Croatia were 

be upheld not by priests but by military killed during their regime. 
leaders headed by Hitler. The sermons 
eres Sad a was - As for the Serbs, the Ustashi had a 
bombs. The language of the sermons ™ofe complex policy. When Pavelic 
will be international. No one will be CMe to power, there were two million 
able to complain that they do not under- Setbs living side by side with four mil- 
stand, for all people know well what -lion Croats in the territory he tuled for 
death, wounds, disease, hunger, fear, the Nazis. The program for the~“cleans= 
-~ slavery and poverty are.” ne of these two million Serbs was as 
That is how the Roman Catholic press ollows: vane third of them were ie be 
under the control of Archbishop Ste- killed, one third were to be chased into 
Serbia, and one third wete to be chris- 

tened as Roman Catholics. 
Mass Murder of Jews The idea of christening was received 
Heeding the call of Archbishop Ste- by Roman Catholic officialdom in Cro- 
pinac to support Pavelic’s regime, ac- atia with great joy. From their point of 
cepting the methods of Hitler in their view it meant an enlarged domain en- 
mission, one section of the Roman Cath-_ riched with the Greek Orthodox mon- 

olic clergy cooperated actively in the asteries and churches. 

-Ustash crimes against the Greek Ortho- | On November 17, 1941, a plenary 
dox Serbs, the Jews and Roman Catholic session of the Roman Catholic episco- 
Croatians who refused to collaborate. pacy-of Croatia was held in Zagreb 
| It is almost unbelievable that priests under the chairmanship of Archbishop 
Zs could immerse themselves so deeply_in Aloysius Stepinac. The session officially 
blood.and crime as these priests did. adopted the program of christening the 
One of the most horrifying examples Serbs. A Committee of Three was ap- 
of such activity was given by Brother pointed to settle the problem of | re- 
Miroslav Majstorovic, a Franciscan. christening the Orthodox Serbs in agree- 
This Franciscan, noted for his Ustash ment with Ante Pavelic’s Ministry o 
zeal, was made commander of the worst Justice. The committee was compose 


Conversion of One Serb in Three 


pinac wrote. 


f: Bishop Janko FStiirak Bishop Vik- 
or Buric and eceeetop Stepinac him- 
“elf. 

As soon as the policy of rechristening 
he Serbs was proclaimed, a section of 
he Roman Catholic clergy, aided by the 
stashi, penetrated into the Serbian vil- 
ages and carried out mass rechristen- 
ings of unarmed Serbs. Many pictures 
ere taken of such happenings. The 
ropetty of Greek Orthodox priests 
vas seized and their: monasteries and 


Catholic Church. 

I examined a photostatic copy of one 
ve proof of Archbishop Stepinac’s partici- 
pation in this seizure of Greek Ortho- 
jdox property. It was a letter, bearing 
his signature and his seal, addressed to 
“TAnte Pavelic and beginning with .the 
tM Croatian equivalent of ‘“Fuehrer.’”’ In 
this letter, Stepinac requested that the 
i Greek Orthodox Serbian monastery in 
Y Orahovica be given to his proteges. 
“| In these ways, Archbishop Stepinac 
‘}joined in the suppression of freedom 
“of religion by fire and sword in Pavelic’s 
“) Croatia. 
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Terrorism Against Tito 


“} Ante Pavelic’s puppet fascist state 
“} collapsed with the fall of German fas- 
cism. Many of the Ustashi,. with Pavelic 
“Wat their head, fled to Austria and Italy. 
} They left their archives and great quan- 
ties of gold in Zagreb. These had been 
} hidden, with the approval of Stepinac, 
by the Zagreb Franciscans in their mon- 
astery. 

; Not long after his flight, Ante Pavelic 
} sent back to Croatia his two most trusted 
"} officers — General Antun Moskova and 
Colonel Erik Lisak, former Chief of 
Police of the Pavelic regime. Their as- 
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signment was to organize terroristic 


groups and guerrilla activities against — 
the new government of Yugoslavia. — 
They resorted to their pre-war tactics of ~~ 


organizing terroristic groups in the form 
of religious associations. 


Col. Lisak arrived in Zagreb from— 


Trieste in the habit of a Franciscan 
monk. He went to live in the convent 
of the Sisters of Mercy in that city. With 
the aid of a university professor named 
Franolic and of Bishop Bah he made 
contact with Archbishop Stepinac. He 
visited Stepinac in his apartment and 
presented Stepinac with the plans -for 
activities against the new Yugoslav au- 
thorities. 

Archbishop Stepinac agreed with hee 
plans presented by Lisak and gave him 
full cooperation. He published a pas- 
toral letter in which he criticized the 
new government and called upon the 
people to résist it. This pastoral letter 
became the principal instrument of 
propaganda for the remants of the 
Ustashi, reformed into Crusaders. 

When the Yugoslav authorities suc- 


ceeded in capturing Col. Lisak, he ad- — 


mitted his connections with the Arch- 


bishop. His testimony and that of others - 


so incriminated Stepinac that the prelate 
was arrested. 

If the Yugoslay authorities had failed ~ 
to indict Stepinac they would have been 
guilty of immoral neglect of duty. 

The Vatican’s excommunication of all 
those connected ‘physieally or morally 
with the trial of Archbishop Stepinac is 
a self-indictment of Vatican politics. 
The Nazis had a Roman Catholic arch- 
bishop in the Dachau concentration 
camp, presumably for anti-fascist ac- 
tivity. Where was the power of excom- 
munication then? 


Of course Stepinac is innocent in the eyes of the 
Vatican. He was just following the Vatican line, 
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THE HIERARCHY’ S SCHOOL FUND HOLDUP ~ 


By THOMAS BLEDSOE i, 


' —The record of hearings before the Senate Committee on Education 
and Labor contains a startling revelation of the methods used by the 
Roman Catholic hierarchy in their drive, to obtain federal funds for 
parochial schools. Here is the story of a subversive subterfuge. 


HAT AMOUNTS TO surrender to 

the hierarchy’s demand for Fed- 

eral aid to parochial schools was ac- 
cepted by the American Federation of 
Teachers’ (AFL) convention at St. 
Paul, Minnesota, August 19-23, 1946. 


On the opening day of the conven- 
tion, Dr. Floyd W. Reeves, chairman, 
Commission on Educational Reconstruc- 
tion, introduced the-heatedly contro- 
verted issue of Federal aid to nonpublic « 
schools. In advocating support of the 


_ Murray-Morse-Pepper Bill which would 


provide Federal aid for such schools 
(nearly five - sixths of the sectarian 
schools are parochial) he said: ‘A bill 
of this type can, I believe, be passed. I 
doubt, however, that any bill that does 
not provide aid for services* to children 
in non-public schools can be passed at 
any time in the near future, if ever.” 
(As reported in The American Teacher, 
October, 1946) 

After several days of stormy debate, 
the convention adopted this opinion as 
its own. This means capitulation to the 
hierarchy’s demand for Federal aid to 
parochial schodls as its price for not 
blocking Federal aid to public schools. 


* According to the AFT definitions, “Servy- 
ices to children” include: health services, 
vacation programs, aid to needy children, 


_ fellowships and scholarships, libraries, text- 


books, visual aids, and transportation. “Sery- 
ices of schools” include: buildings, main- 
tenance, operation and administration. The 
Murray-Morse-Pepper Bill would provide 
both “services” to nonpublic schools. 


How and why the hierarchy is now 
in,a position to force its terms upon a 
representative body of educators, upon 
one of the two major divisions of or- 
ganized labor, and possibly upon the en- 
tire American public, will be shown in 
this article. | 


‘Msgr. Hochwalt’s Advice 


Monsignor Frederick G. Hochwalt, 
director, Department of Education of 
the National Catholic Welfare Confer- 
ence, predicted in the Brooklyn Tablet 
(October 28, 1944) that: 

“Sooner or later, legislation is 
bound to be introduced which will 
have behind it the united support of 

‘most of the important educational 

groups-of the country. These groups 

will in turn enlist labor, business and 
industrial organizations in their cause. 

It seems that those who favor federal 

aid to education will prevail.” 

“He advised, therefore, that it would 
be wiser not to oppose Federal aid (as 
the hierarchy had done in the past) but 
to get it for parochial schools also. As 
all the states, either in their constitu? 
tions or statutes, prohibit granting of 
public funds to any sectarian educa- 
tional establishment, he also advised 
those seeking aid for parochial schools’ 
tor . demand that some provision 
be included [in Federal aid bills} that 
would allow the federal government to 
by-pass the states and deal directly with 
the non-tax-supported schools.” 

That this advice was followed is evi- 
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dent from Senate hearings on two bills 
proposing Federal aid for ‘ education. 
One of them, S. 181, provided aid to 
public schools only. It was opposed by 
the hierarchy. The other, S. 717, pro- 
vided aid both to public and nonpublic 
schools, and contained a device for cir- 
cumventing state constitutions and laws 
which prohibit aid to sectarian schools. 
It was supported by the hierarchy. 

How the latter bill was drafted to 
divert millions of dollars to parochial 

schools, and how support for it was ob- 
tained from labor and teacher groups 
form an amazing and dramatic story of 
chicanery which clearly emerged during 
the hearings. 

These hearings also established: 
1, The progressive, democratic posi- 
tion of those who support Federal aid 
to public schools. The reactionary. posi- 
tion of most of those who oppose it. 
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2. How the hierarchy and other re- 
actionaries have so far succeeded in 


blocking any substantial appropriation 
of Federal funds to supplement teach- 


ers’ salaries and otherwise aid public = 


school education even though the na- 
tion’s public schools are now in a criti- 
cal situation due to lack of finances. 


3. Why aid from public funds fone 


parochial or any sectarian schools would 
encroach upon and violate the demo- 


cratic principle of separation of church ~ 


and state. ‘ 

Hearings on these bills, S. 181, the 
Thomas-Hill Bill; and S. 717, the Mead- 
Aiken Bill, were held before the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor, United 
States. Senate; January, February, April 
and May, 1945. The official record of 
1,000 “pages is briefed for presentation 
here. 


ON FEDERAL AID TO PUBLIC SCHOOLS 


Hearings were held first on S. 181 
which’ provided Federal aid to public 
Schools only and proposed to balance 
teachers’ incomes so as to keep them at 
their teaching jobs. (One teacher in four 
is paid less than $1,200 for the year’s 
work.) The money was to be handled 
through already established educational 
channels. The formula for its distribu- 
tion provided against Federal control of 
public schools. 

Supporters of S. 181 stressed the im- 
portance of free public school education 
to the economic and political life of the 
nation, to its moral health and general 
welfare, to the strength of the trade 
union movement, to national defense, 
and to preservation of the basic prin- 
ciples of democracy. 
| Dr. H. M. Ivy, chairman, Legislative 
_ Committee, National Education Associa- 
tion (which with its 325,000 members 


and its related organizations represented, 
he said, 800,000 of the 875,000 men 
and women conriected with public edu- 
cation in the nation), testified that the 
full strength of his organization and its 
affiliates was behind S. 181. 

Thomas C. Boushall, chairman, Com- 
mittee of Education, United States 
Chamber of Commerce; and Elmer E. 
Rogers, Ancient and Accepted Scottish 
Rite of Freemasonry, Southern Jurisdic- 
tion, emphasized the importance of pub- 
lic education to a high standard of liv- 


ing and as “the bulwark of our free in- — 


stitutions.” a 
Leslie S. Perry, administrative assist- 
ant, Washington Bureau, National Asso- 
ciation for the Advancement of Colored 
People, stated: “While this legislation 
will not wipe out existing differentials 
obtaining in State expenditures for Ne- 
gro and white schools, current estimates 
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of the funds Negro schools will receive 


under it indicate that in practitally every 
one of these States pet capita expendi- 
tures for Negro pupils and teachers will 
increase by more than 100 percent.”’ 

Representatives of the General Feder- 
ation of Women’s Clubs, the National 
Council of Negro Women, the National 
Council of Jewish Women, the Service 
Star Legion, the National Child Labor 
Committee, the National Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, the Amer- 
ican Farm Bureau Federation, the Na- 
tional Teachers Division of the State, 
County, and Municipal Workers of 
America, CIO (now part of the United 
Public Workers), and others urged pas- 
sage of S. 181. 

Kermit Eby, director of research and 
education, CIO, testified: “Our support 
of these Federal-aid-to-education bills 
is consistent with labor’s historic sup- 
port of free public education.” 

Charles J. Hendley, then president, 
Teachers Union, Local 555, CIO, New 
York City, stated: “It is the very essence 
of democracy that free, public education 
be provided for the largest possible num- 
ber of our citizens, and that educational 
opportunities be made as nearly equal 
as possible for all the children regard- 
less of race or of social or economic 
status or of geographical location within 


THESE HEARINGS 


Hearings on S. 717, the Mead-Aiken 
Bill, were immediately begun by the 
- same committee, This bill with its provi- 
sion for Federal aid to both public and 
nonpublic schools in the section referred 
to as Title II, and its subterfuge of a 
trusteeship device to circumvent state 
laws which prohibit use of public funds 
to aid sectarian schools, met the require- 
ments of the hierarchy as specified by 
Monsignor Hochwalt. (The bill would 
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the Nation. . . . It is contrary to reason ’ 
and a contradiction of our democracy to 
hold back or to curtail the support of ' 
these public schools because certain citi- 


zens want to send their children to pri- | 


vate schools.” ~ 


Hart and H ochwalt Against 


Against these facts and these wit- 
nesses, the following are representative | 
of the line up in opposition to S. 181: 
George W. Robnett (an advertising man 
speaking for tax-payers, the Church 
League of America and the National 
Laymen’s Council, Chicago); Merwin 


K. Hart, president, National Economic © 


Council; and Monsignor Hochwalt, the 
National Catholic Welfare Conference. 


‘In defining the assistance to be ex- 
tnded by Federal funds,” Monsignor 
Hochwalt stated, “S. 181. discriminates 
in the type of school to be aided. . . 
In effect, this means a prohibition on the 
part of the Federal Government that 
would prevent the States . . . from using 
Federal funds for the aid of private 
schools.” 


The companion bill to $. 181 in the 
House of Representatives, H.R. 1296, 
lost by one vote in the House Committee. 
Therefore, S. 181 was not reported out 
of the Senate Committee. 


WERE EYE-OPENERS 


also provide aid for certain services such ~ 


as health, scholarships, textbooks, trans- 
portation, et cetera. It is not, however, 
within the province of this article to 
examine these measures. ) 


Testimony in favor of it revealed the | 
machinations by which certain teacher — 


and labor groups were represented as 


supporting it. It also revealed how an — 
appeal to democratic sentiment against — 


“discrimination” was twisted to their 
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own benefit by those who practice dis- 
crimination, ps 

Matthew Woll, vice president, AFL, 


ication, opened, as “‘labor’s represénta- 
i| tive,”’ the testimony in support of S. 717. 
“There are those,’ he said, ‘who con- 
tend that the granting of public funds 
for use by sectarian institutions will es- 
tablish a union of Church and State in 
this country. . . . But we contend that 
| the distribution of public funds through 
'| private sectarian agencies . . . which use 
it for the general public welfare does 
| not in any way violate the principles of 
separation of Church and State.” 

| Senator Donnell cited the provision 
ain S. 717 that: _ 


National Board . . . that it is prohibit- 
ed from disbursing to nonpublic 
schools funds appropriated pursuant 
to this Act the National Board shall 
appoint . . . a trustee who shall have 
the duty of receiving and disbursing 
the’ portion of the funds allocable to 
such State which the National Board 
determines should be disbursed to 
nonpublic schools.” 

“Is not that provision,” he asked, ‘‘apt 
to be considered throughout the country 
as a clear subterfuge to avoid the provi- 
sions of the State constitutions and State 
laws?” ’ 

“Yes; it does circumvent State laws 
openly,” Woll replied. ‘“That is not sub- 
terfuge.” 

Who was the author of this bill? Sen- 
ator Donnell asked. 

“The American Federation of Labor, 
Woll replied. 


Embarrasing for Dr. Reeves 

Now hear the testimony of Dr. Reeves 
_ whose statement to the recent AFT con- 
vention was reported at the beginning of 
this article. As chairman of the Commis- 
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and chairman of its Committee on Edu- > 


“In each State which informs the’ 


\ 


sion on Educational Reconstruction, 
American Federation of Teachers, AFL, 
he read to the Senate committee a set of 
nine principles regarding Federal aid to 
public education adopted by his commis- - 
sion and later unanimously adopted by 


_ the executive council of the AFT. 


How did it happen, Senator Donnell 
asked, that with the majority of his com- 
mission favoring the elimination of sec- 
tarian and private schools, nevertheless 
title II included them? 

Woll had testified, Dr. Reeves re- 
plied, that this was the AFL bill. 

When a Miss Selma M. Borchardt in- 
terrupted, asking permission to present 
another witness, Senator Morse stated 
that he had noted her activity in intro- 
ducing witnesses, and asked what her 
background. was and whom she repre- 
sented. 

Miss Borchardt replied that her gradu- 
ate work was done at Johns Hopkins, the 
University of Chicago, and Catholic Uni- 
versity; that her law degree was obtained 
at the Washington College of Law; that 
she was vice president and Washington 
representative of the AFT and a mem- 
ber of the Commission on Educational 
Reconstruction. : 

Her next witness was heard, and Dr. 
Reeves resumed his interrupted testimo- 
ny the following day. 

“T did not know, Senator,’ he de- 
clared, “and I am sure a majority of the 
members of our commission did not 
know, until after this bill was introduced 
and was in print, that the provision [i.e. 
aid to nonpublic schools} in title II was 
included in the bill and with which... 
we were not in agreement. . . . There is 
one other provision . . that came to us 
as a surprise. . . the trusteeship.” 

Who prepared the trusteeship provi- 
sion? Senator Donnell asked. Dr. Reeves 
did not know. 
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It was not prepared under auspices of 
the American Federation of Teachers? 
It was not, Dr. Reeves replied. 

Was not the trusteeship merely a by- 
passing procedure? Senator Smith asked. 
Dr. Reeves replied that it was. 

Would Dr. Reeves state why nonpub- 
lic schools should not receive any of the 


$300,000,000 under title II? Senator. 


Donnell asked. 

“Some of those nonpublic schools are 
sectarian schools,” he replied, “and I 
hesitate to see public money go to the 
support or the operation and mainte- 
nance of a sectarian school that is es- 
tablished in part for religious purposes.” 
Earlier in his testimony, Dr. Reeves had 
supported the “services to children” in 
nonpublic schools as provided in S. 717. 
For the distinction inyolved here, see the 
the footnote at the beginning of this 
article, 


Trustful Souls 

Howland H. Paddock, president, Wis- 
consin State Federation of Teachers, 
reported his organization as_favoring 
Seni as . 

When asked by Senator Donnell if the 
members had considered 8. 181, Pad- 
dock replied that they had, but “very 
briefly.” 

Was S. 717 read in full to them? Not 
in full, he answered. 

Had members seen copies of it before 
the meeting? They had not seen the 
printed form, Paddock replied. They 
had just seen a summary of it. 

Edward H. Weyler, secretary-treasur- 
er, Kentucky State Federation of Labor, 
testified that his organization supported 
Sau/ L7, 

Senator Donnell asked if the entire 
bill had been read to various meetings 
Weyler referred to. Portions of it, Weyl- 
er replied. 

Were there copies of S. 717 at these 
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meetings? Sure, Weyler replied, the one 
he had which he read and explained to 


them. 


Had Weyler told them the contents | 


of the other bill, S. 181? 


No, Weyler replied, but he told them | 


that it was the ‘bosses’ bill.”’ 


Similar methods of presenting both | 


bills were admitted—under questioning © 


—by other witnesses. 


A Senator Differs With Rome 


‘The Rev. William E. McManus, De- 
partment of Education, National Cath- 
olic Welfare Conference, stated that “we 


are absolutely opposed to any change in 


this bill which would exclude nonpublic _ 
schools from participation in the benefits | 


of title II.’ 


Senator Donnell asked if, as a resident 


of Chicago, the Rev. McManus knew of 


‘a provision in the Constitution of Illinois | 


which prohibits appropriation of public 


funds to help support any schools con-— 


trolled by religious denominations. 

He knew of that provision, the Rev. 
McManus stated. 

Edward J. Heffron, executive secreta- 
ty, National Council of Catholic Men, 
testified for S. 717. Labor representa- 
tives, he added, had been interrogated 


in such a manner “‘as to create... some | 


measure of doubt .as to whether the 
views of the rank and file of the labor 
organizations coincidéd with the views 
expressed here by their representatives.” 

He pointed out ‘‘the fact that a large 
percentage of the rank and file . . are 
Catholics, and obviously they would not 
be in favor of any discriminatory meas- 
ure. 

“I hope I misunderstood you,” Sen- 
ator Chavez said. “I happen to be a 
Catholic, but the point you were trying 
to make was that the Catholics who be- 
long to the American Federation of La- 
bor would not object tothe bill?” 


Heffron declared, “that, in my judg- 
ment, they would very strongly favor 
inclusion of . nonpublic schools in title 
qe" : 

Leo Goodman, Washington repre- 
sentative, United Retail, Wholesale, and 
Department Store Employees of Amer- 
ica, CIO, read a telegram from Samuel 
Wolchok, president of his organization, 

instructing him to testify for S. 717. 

One of the main points in Goodman’s 
testimony was no discrimination against 
nonpublic schools. He cited a study en- 
titled Public Funds for Church and Pri- 
vate Schools, by Richard J. Gable, which 
was identified as a dissertation in partial 
fulfilment of the requirements for the 
degree of doctor of philosophy, sub- 
mitted to the Catholic University of 


| America. : 


Goodman described opposition to S. 
717 by the CIO teachers’ union as “‘face- 
| tious” and “merely used to arouse anti- 
Catholic sentiment.” This was in rebuttal 
of a letter he read by John Rackliffe, then 
executive ‘secretary, National Teachers 
Division, State, County and Municipal 
Workers of America, CIO, to Robert 
Lamb, secretary, CIO Legislative Com- 


stated: 


w can have two highly dangerous re- 
Sults: (1) It will arouse bitter anti- 
Catholic sentiment, since it will be 
construed as an effort on the part of 
the Catholic Church to provide im- 
provements for the parochial schools 
at the expense of non-Catholic tax- 
payers, and (2) it will tend to weaken 


Nation which support the principle of 
Federal aid.” 


This led Senator Aiken to state: “I do 
not think that a very big percentage of 
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“I. meant to say quite explicitly,” 


mittee, Washington, D.C. The letter 


~The proposed Mead- Aiken bill . 


and divide the forces throughout the 
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the opposition to this bill is anti-Catholic _ 


Opposition; in fact, I would go so far as. 
to say that 75 percent of the people who 
oppose 717 are also opposed to 181. be- 
cause they believe that Government 
funds should hot be used at all for the 
, purpose of Federal aid to education.” 

“They are also concerned about our 
basic constitutional law,’’ Senator Chavez 
said. “I happen to be a Catholic, and I 
am very strong for this idea of separation 
of Church and State.” 


Twisting A Set of Principles 

Miss Borchardt came on to testify. She 

presented what she termed “‘the legal 

“justification for Federal aid to private 
schools, the majority of which are sec- 
tarian.’’ This related to aid from public 
funds for religious institutions and im- 
plied support of Federal authority as 
opposed to States’ rights. 

A set of principles, she stated, ask- 
ing Federal aid for education for every 
child ‘‘without discrimination because 
of race or creed,’ had been adopted 
by the AFL convention in New Or- 
leans, 1944. The convention instructed 
the committee on education to prepare 
a bill embodying these principles. After 
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the final draft had been endorsed by the _ 


AFL, two outstanding senators were 
asked to sponsor it: Mead and Aiken, 
a Democrat and a Republican. 

“When you speak of the principles 
being adopted by the A. F. of L.,” Sen- 
ator Smith asked, “does that include 
every principle involved in this, includ- 
ing the nonpublic schools, or does that 
come later?” 

“No,” Miss Borchardt replied; “that 
does not come later, that principle was 
adopted by the A. F. of L. . . . The ques- 
tion has been raised as to whether our 
members were told that the bill gave 
aid for nonpublic schools. First they 
had sent them the bill itself. Thea on 
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Match 13, which was almost imme- 
diately after the bill was introduced, 
they sent a news letter which specifically 
referred to the aid for nonpublic 
schools.” 

She read from its description of the 
bill, then-added, ‘You see the trustee 
is definitely referred to as the person 
through whom Federal funds may flow 
for aid for nonpublic schools and for 
children not in public schools. You see 
there is no question about the fact that 
the information was furnished. This 
magazine, The American Teacher, is 
sent to every.member of the ee 
tion.” 


Senator Donnell read passages from — 


the report of the convention in New 
Orleans, and asked if Miss Borchardt 
meant to imply that its language was 
“intended to advocate support by pub- 
lic funds of private schools?” 

“The A. F. of L. position is clearly 
this,’ she-replied, “that the funds must 
be sought for the public schools of 
America, but that where the conscience 
of a parent compels that parent to put 
the child in another school, we in the 
labor movement are going to fight zea- 
lously to provide the means for the pro- 
tection of the conscience of such a par- 
ent, and not penalize the child because 
his parent’s religion makes him go to 

_a certain school.” 

But, Senator Donnell said, the con- 
text of the report clearly indicated to 
him that public schools were meant. 

“Most decidedly, Senator; most de- 
cidedly,”” Miss Borchardt replied. 


Misleading Literature 


Had she read an article in the New 
York Post, April 14, 1945, by Johanna 
M. Lindlof? She had not. 

He read from the article: 

“The long-established policy of the 

AFL and the AFT has been opposi- 
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tion to granting public moneys to- 


‘nonpublic’ schools. We find members 
of these organizations shocked to dis- 
cover how misled they were by the 

“literature promoting the Mead-Aiken 
bill.” 

When he introduced a folder entitled 
“Senate Bill 717 Equalizes Educational 
Opportunity,’’ Miss Borchardt declared, 
“There is nothing improper in regard 


to this folder, but apparently it was- 
given to Senator Donnell to have him — 
point out that it refers to a draft of the 


bill which is different from the bill 
itself,” 


Then she explained: She had been — 
directed to prepare a bill and wrote a~ 


draft ‘‘which did not contain the pro- 
visions of title II giving aid to the non- 
public schools.” 


Senator Donnell asked if the folder, - 


which described the original draft, had 
not been issued after S. 717 [in its final 
form} was introduced? 

“That is correct, Senator. But it was 
prepared before the bill was introduced. 


‘The mistake occurred because I had 


called the first draft labor’s bill when 
we sent out the first-draft. Then labor 
modified that draft, insisting on giving 
further aid to the child in the nonpublic 


school. In the meantime the folder had — 


been set up for printing. All that was 
done when word went out that its num- 


ber was S. 717 was to take the title Tag 


bor’s bill’ off, and put in the number.” 


“T call your attention to the fact,” 
Senator Donnell said, ‘that not merely 
is the title of this changed to Senate 
bill 717, but that . . . all through this 
document . . . I can count 20 additional 
references to S. 717.” 


~ Did she know how many copies of 
the folder were issued and circulated 
after S. 717 had been introduced? he 
asked. She did not. 
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~ Did she know how many copies of 
S.-717 were procured by her organiza- 


| tion? "Yes, 3,000 copies. 


But, Senator Donnell reminded her, 
the AFT claimed 40,000 members. 


Didn't she regard title II as important? _ 


he asked. Of tremendous importance, 
she replied. 

“And you know that title II, as you 
drew it, did not contain any provision 
for the use of any of that $300,000,000 
for private schools?” Senator Donnell 
asked. 

“Yes, Senator, I so prepared the first 
draft.” 

He recalled Dr. Reeves’ testimony 
that the majority of his committee op- 
posed inclusion of nonpublic schools 
in title II, and also opposed the trustee- 


ship. Then he read from the article by) 


Mrs. Lindlof in the New York Post: 
“It is amazing to read the pamphlet 
issued by the American Federation 
of Teachers. Not a word in its four 
closely printed pages indicates that 
the Mead-Aiken bill proposes to give 
public moneys to nonpublic schools, 
- although the bill itself i is ni ace 
with that purpose.” 


Miss Borchardt’s Tangled Web 


He took up The American Teacher, 
the magazine to which Miss Borchardt 
had referred earlier. “In this magazine 
of April 1945 .. . on what is called the 
president’s page . . . there is an article 
headed ‘Act now! . . . Labor’s bill for 
Federal aid to education was introduced 
by Senators Mead and Aiken on March 
8.’ That was at least three weeks be- 
fore the magazine was issued, he stated. 
Had the president, Joseph F. Landis, 
seen the bill before this article was pub- 
lished? 

Landis would have to testify to that, 
‘Miss Borchardt replied. 

“This is a pretty important thing, to 
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give advice to the teachers throughout 
the country without seeing the bill, do 
you not think?” he asked. 

“I would not say it in that way. I 
had the bill when I wrote them and 
they had the bill when they received 
comments on it.”’ 

Senator Donnell read again from the 
magazine article: 

“By the time you receive this is- 
sue, Senate hearings will have been 
held on the merits of the bill... . It 
is the most progressive and far-reach- 
ing proposal ever to be submitted in 
Congress for the improvement of 
public education in America.” 

“TI fail to observe on this page,” he 
declared, ‘“‘and I do not think there is 
anything on .. . the president’s page, 
in reference to nonpublic schools. . . .” 
Again he read from the article: 

‘“Complete information about the 
contents of the bill is contained in 
Miss Borchardt’s article . . . in the 
March issue.” 

‘That was before the change had 
been made,” she replied. 

“In other words, in the March issue 
you did not have anything about title 
II, about the $300,000,000 being used 
for private schools . . . ?” 

Again he read from the article: ‘Title 
II is the principal title giving aid to the 
public schools.’” In the whole paragraph 


describing it there was, he pointed out, 


“no mention by name of nonpublic or 
private schools.” Why had she omitted 
the term “nonpublic schools,’ as em- 
ployed in the bill itself? 

“It is not omitted from my article, 
Senator,” she replied, ‘‘and the fact that 
I have stated it in another paragraph 
is immaterial. You have taken several 
sentences out of their context... . The 
facts to which you refer are in one para- 
gtaph and not in another.” 
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“My question was, Miss Borchardt, 
Why did you not put it in under the 
discussion of title II?” 


“Because my thought of grammatical 
context put it into the next paragraph; 
the paragraph in which safeguards and 
limitations are discussed.”’ 

“It is not in the next paragraph. .. . 
It is on the next page and it is in the 
middle of the paragraph reading as fol- 
lows: 

“S. 717, while prohibiting the use 
of Federal funds for instructional 
purposes in the nonpublic schools, 
does make aid available for services, 
stipends, and scholarships for all chil- 
dren without discrimination for race 
or creed.” 

“There is the only place,” he said, 
“so far as I know, that that word [i.e. 
nonpublic} ever appears in this article.” 

“I want to point out to you, Miss 
Borchardt replied, “in the very para- 
graph on the very page to which you 
refer, and you say I have omitted such 
reference—”’ 

“T said,” Senator Donnell interrupt- 
ed, “you omitted the words ‘nonpublic 
schools.’ ”’ 

“If that is the point which to you 
is such a sinful thing,” she replied, “I 
am perfectly willing to confess it. . 
I could not think teachers are so illit- 
erate, Senator, that when a sentence re- 
fers to salaries of teachers not in the 
public schools that they do not know 
that that means the teachers in the non- 
public schools:” 

“There are a good many people who 
might not understand it... . It might 
mean teachers in mentally defective 
work. .. . You are a lawyer, you say?” 

"Yes." 


He asked if The American Teacher 
was not widely distributed, and she re- 


plied, “To every member of the organ- 
ization.” 


Ask Senator Mead 

When he went into the trusteeship 
provision, he asked who had devised it. 

“That you will have to ask Senator 
Mead,” she replied. 

“You do not know?” 

‘No; I do not know who actually 
first conceived the plan of two kinds 
of ‘trustees,”’ 

“In other words, when the bill left 
your hands you not only had no provi- 
sion for a trusteeship but you had no 
provision in title IT where public funds 
could be used for nonpublic schools?” 

“I want to make it very clear that I 
saw that provision in it, before the bill 
was introduced...” 

‘Just one other question . . . you know 
that NEA favors S. 181?” Senator Don- 
nell asked. She did. 

And it, he pointed out, was several 
times larger than the AFT. ‘“Unques- 
tionably, it is numerically a much larger 
organization,” Miss Borchardt replied. 

“T should like to offer the article 
from the New York Post in its entitety,” 
Senator Donnell stated. ‘The opening 
paragraph reads: 

‘A bill to give Federal aid to edu- 
cation has been introduced by Senator 
Mead of New York, and Senator 
Aiken, of Vermont. This bill threat- 
ens to destroy State control of educa- 
tion and to undermine our democratic 
system of free public schools.’ ”’ 


Protecting the Constitution 

Among those who testified against 
this bill were: 

Mrs. Johanna M. Lindlof, Teachers’ 


. Guild, Local 2, AFT, New York City. 


Benjamin C. Marsh, executive secre- 
tary, The Peoples Lobby (president: 
Methodist Bishop Francis J. McCon- 
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Miss Borchardt answered. | 
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nell), declared: ‘Catholic influence has 

been able to block Federal aid to edu- 
cation, because the bills did not provide 
a cut for parochial schools, and if such 
aid to tax-supported schools is defeated 
this year, Catholic authorities must be 
held responsible.” 

E. Hilton Jackson, Joint Conference 
Committee of Baptist Conventions, com- 
prising about 11,000,000 white and Ne- 
gto members, stated: ““ . . . we speak 
for all religious sects . . . there can be 
no such thing as a democratic form of 

_ government if there be any invasion of 
‘| the principles declared in the first 
amendment to our Constitution.” 

Elmer E. Rogers, Ancient and Ac- 
cepted Scottish Rite of Freemasonry, 
stated: ““ . . . sectarian and other reac- 
tionary forces in the American Federa- 
tion of Teachers . . . have done a signal 
|’ disservice to labor, one of the greatest 
political forces in America, by helping 
to make it the alleged whole-hearted 
sponsor of the S. 717 . . . labor, which 
helped so effectively in the fight to free 
education from sectarianism and private 
control, will learn that it has trusted 
some of its present leaders not wisely 
but too well.” 

C. S. Longacre, associate general sec- 
retary, Religious Liberty Association of 
America; also spoke for the Seventh- 
Day Adventists. This denomination, he 
stated, had repeatedly passed resolutions 
against the state or government giving 
financial support to religious institu- 
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tions. Yet the Seventh-Day Adventists 
along with the Roman Catholics would 


benefit more by Federal aid to sectarian ~ 
schools than any other religious groups \ 


because of the large number of schools 
maintained by these two churches. 

“I have been present at these hear- 
ings for the past 20 years,’’ he continued. 


“When the bills were first introduced ~ 


they [the National Catholic Welfare 
Conference} wanted me to. . . help 
thern to oppose the passage of Federal 
appropriation to public schools . . . 
for fear that it would lead to the man- 
agement of the public schools in the 
State. But recently, since the nonpublic 
schools have been included in this bill, 


_the officials of this organization have 


come out in favor of it.” 
Charles J. Hendley, then president, 
Teachers Union, CIO, New York City, 
submitted a statement in which he re- 
called that he had appeared in support 
of S. 181. 
“Nearly all the State constitutions,” 
he added, “‘contain specific provisions 
forbidding the appropriation of State 
or local funds for the support of sec- 
tarian institutions. Bill S. 717 was de- 
liberately designed to .circumvent these 


State constitutions. What a flagrant mis- . 


use of Federal power is here proposed. 
... They [the State Constitutions} are 
not to be ignored or circumvented by 
Congress.” 

S. 717 did not come to a vote in the 


‘committee. 


THE ISSUE IS STATED FRANKLY 


In demanding, in effect, Federal aid 
for parochial schools, Monsignor Hoch- 
walt and Miss Borchardt followed the 
hierarchy’s official line. Pius XI in his 
\ Encyclical on Christian Education of 
Youth, December 31, 1929, supported 
the argument that justice would require 


subsidies from the State to support paro-_ 


chial schools. 


Fully agreeing with his infallible 


Holy Father, the Rev. Paul L. Blakely, 
a Jesuit priest, stated in his pamphlet, 


May An American Oppose the Public . 


Schools?: 
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“Our first duty to the public school 
is not to pay taxes for its mainte- 
nance. . . . The first duty of every 
Catholic father to the public school 
is to keep his children out of it.” 
Nearly five-sixths of the sectarian 

schools are parochial. The Vatican de- 
mands that the Roman Catholic religion 


_be taught at public expense by appro- 


priations from money paid by Ameri- 
cans of all faiths. This, in effect, is a 
tithe and would violate Federal and 
State guarantees of separation of 
Church and State—a fundamental prin- 
ciple of democracy. 

Pope Pius also stated: 

“We, therefore, confirm our pre- 
vious declarations and sacred canons 
forbidding Catholic children to at- 
tend anti-Catholic, neutral or mixed 
schools, by the latter being meant 
those schools open equally to Catho- 
lics and non-Catholics.” 

“In line with this, Monsignor Fulton 
J. ‘Sheen, the distinguished converter 
of reactionary capitalists, brought his 
light artillery to bear against our public 
schools during his Catholic Hour broad- 
cast, January 18, 1942: 

“*A system of education which ig- 
nores, sometimes repudiates, religion 
and morality . . . is not worth pre- 
serving. Let it perish.” ‘ 
When the hierarchy charges that not 

to grant Federal aid to parochial schools 
is “discrimination,” it is deliberately 
exploiting a noble sentiment of the 


American people. Of course, progres- 
sive Americans condemn political, ra-- 


cial, religious, and educational discrim- 
ination. But it is the hierarchy that dis- 
criminates. Discrimination is exclusion 
from the benefits that democracy guar- 
antees to all. In demanding that Roman 
Catholic children be kept out of the 
public schools, the hierarchy discrimi- 
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nates against democratic free education. 
and would exclude Catholic children: 
from its benefits. 
Yet so jesuitically has the argument 
of ‘‘disctimination’’ been presented that 
it has taken in even some well-inten- 
tioned progressive citizens. (Reference 
is not made to opportunists who delib- 
erately employ»this false argument.) 
It is contrary to reason and to fact to 
assert that the maintenance of public 


schools only from public funds is dis- | | 


crimination against private schools, 
whether secular or religious. 


The Fight Goes On 


The issues raised by S. 181 and S. 
717 must be met again when the next 
Congress convenes. Hearings will be 
held again on S. 181 with an amendment 
by Senator Taft. Dr. Reeves told the re- 
cent AFT convention in St. Paul that 
according to this completely redrafted 
bill: “Any state that defines a parochial 
or other privately controlled, non-tax 
supported school as a public school be-- 
cause it renders a public service must 
distribute federal funds to that school 
in the same manner as to any other 
schools.” (The American Teacher, Oc- 
tober, 1946) He claimed that at least 
fourteen states would thus define non- 
public schools. 

And, just before the last Congress 
adjourned, Senator Murray introduced 
a bill of his own, S. 2499—the Murray- 
Morse-Pepper bill. This new bill would 
appropriate billions instead of the mod- 
est sum of millions. Like S. 717, it 
would provide Federal aid to nonpublic 
schools. The aid would include text- 
books, scholarships, transportation, 
health and other services, buildings plus 
their maintenance and operation and 
business administration. 


The AFT has reversed itself officially 
by adopting the opinion that Federal 


ig _ legislation which limits aid to public 
~ schools cannot be passed in Congress. 
_ Miss Borchardt—whom we now know 
from her testimony during hearings 
on S. 717—was Dr. Reeves’ chief sup- 
port at the recent AFT convention in 
citing precedents to justify this action. 
The public must understand that 
arguments by hierarchy lobbyists in 


“legal justification” of Federal aid to . 


nonpublic (or parochial) schools are. 


as twisted as the hierarchy’s charge of. 


“discrimination” if this aid is not 
granted. 
These arguments are only the hier- 


archy’s smokescreen to cover the fun- 
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damental issues before the American 
people which are nothing less than the 
survival of the free public school sys- 
tem and whether Federal and State 
Bills of Rights are to remain the con- 
stitutional guarantees of democracy to 
Americans of all beliefs. 

It is a fact that the hicearchy: thus 
challenges the survival of democracy. 
But the fact that over 2,500,000 Catho- 
lic children attend the public schools 
proves that the Catholic people—as 
distinguished from the hierarchy—stand 
firm with fellow non-Catholic Ameri- 
Cans in support of democracy and its 
institutions. 


- YOUTH FOR CHRIST — OR HEARST? 


By ERWIN A. GAEDE 


—Mr. Johnson insisted that Mr. Hearst's Herald American 
had the best editorial page of any newspaper in Chicago. 


ie THE MASTHEAD, on the front 
page of the Chicago Herald Amer- 
ican of August 25, 1946, appears this 
headline in bold type: “STAMP OUT 
OBSCENE BOOKS, YOUTH FOR 
CHRIST LEADER URGES.” Torrey 
Johnson, president of Youth for Christ 
International, then goes on to lament 
the publication and distribution of 
“cheap, tawdry, unclean, and oftentimes 
vicious literature.” 

As a means of counteracting and 
eliminating this unwholesome and im- 
moral influence on the youth of our na- 
tion, Mr, Johnson advocates: 

“We must rid the bookstores and 
newspaper stands of all obscene and un- 
clean publications and see to it that in 
their place is the kind of literature that 
will be constructive and helpful to 
youth. 

“Nothing would catch the imagina- 
tion of the American public more than 


: 


‘a series of bonfires in every city and 


town across America. Let the school 
boys and girls gather all the lewd, lust- 
ful literature into great piles, and let 
there be a flame of indignation from 
coast to coast until a new era of better 
literature shall be born.” 

A series of bonfires in every city and 
town across the country is certainly a 
dramatic idea and would capture the 
imagination of the American public 
were it put into effect. We agree that 
there is a good deal of “lewd, lustful 
literature’” on the market, but is the 
burning of this literature the answer? 
Are we to entrust Torrey Johnson with 
the selection of what constitutes good 
and bad literature? Certainly there is 
much to be said relative to the subject _ 
of book burning. But the question that — 
concerns me here is this: how did this 
idea occur to the leader of Youth for 
Christ International? Did he read a 
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book on Church History and discover 
_ that it served the practical interests of 
the Inquisition many years ago? The 
source of his book burning idea is too 
recent to be mistakable—it became the 
technique of the Nazi-Fascists. What 
we now know of the immoral and inhu- 
man conduct of many S.S. Troops and 
members of the Nazi party leaves no 
doubt that their battle was not against 
“lewd, lustful literature,” but against 
any ideas and publications supporting 
the establishment of democratic gov- 
ernment. 


Johnson and Hearst 

Speaking to a meeting of the Congre- 
gational Minister's Union in Chicago 
late in 1945, Mr. Johnson gave a state- 
ment on the nature and purposes of 
Youth for Christ. After his presenta- 
tion of its program, a question was 
raised relative to the publicity they had 
been receiving and whether it had been 
solicited. Mr. Johnson replied that they 
welcomed all the publicity they could 
get and were particularly grateful to Mr. 
William Randolph Hearst for his gen- 
erous contribution in publicizing Youth 
for Christ. When asked why Mr. Hearst 
should give so much space to Youth for 
Christ, its leader replied that Mr. Hearst 
was now an old man and undoubtedly 
realized that he would be face to face 
with his Creator before too many years. 
When the ministers laughed at this ex- 
planation, Mr. Johnson, seemingly 
thrown on the defensive, insisted that 
Mr. Hearst’s Herald American had the 
best editorial page of any newspaper 
in Chicago! At that time many of the 
ministers thought that Torrey Johnson 
was just a naive, simple - minded 
preacher. 

We need not recount in these pages 
the editorial policy of William Ran- 
dolph Hearst nor his relationships with 
the rise of fascism in Europe. His posi- 
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tion as a pro-fascist has been clearly 
established by the exposes of fascism on 
the continent of Europe and in our own 
land. He still has on his staff the notori- 
ous Karl von Wiegand whose glee over 
the initial successes of the German army 
against the Soviet Union will long be 
remembered. The important thing is 
that if Torrey Johnson has nothing but 
praise for the editorial policy of Wil- 
liam Randolph Hearst, then he has 
nothing but praise for a program de- 
signed to cripple effective social legisla- 
tion, inflame tension between races, sup- 


port the most reactionary political forces. — 


across the nation and the world; break 
the labor movement of America, label 


. every progressive idea and organization 


as ‘communist inspired and dominated”’ 
and finally to join the chorus for a third 
World War against the Soviet Union. 
It is very unlikely that Torrey Johnson 
is naive about the mind of William 
Randolph Hearst and it i$ extremely un- 
likely that William Randolph Hearst is 
naive about the mind of Torrey Johnson 
and his Youth for Christ International. 
Torrey Johnson is not as naive and 
simple-minded as he would have us be- 
lieve; his writings, utterances and activi- 
ties indicate that he has clearly charted 
his course: to immobilize the democratic 
aspirations of youth for a better world 
order and thus serve the forces of world 
reaction and fascism, directly and in- 
directly. 


T.J.’s Ideal—Chiang Kai-shek 

In the course of this meeting of the 
Congregational Ministers, Mr. Johnson 
made another statement that was as re- 
vealing as his defense of William Ran- 
dolph Hearst. In speaking of his plans 
to invade the continents of Europe and 
Asia, he read a letter from Martin Nie- 


“moeller welcoming Youth for Christ’s 


program to revitalize Germany “‘spiri- 
tually’ and then, in reference to China, 
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said that Chiang Kai-shek’s government 
was the most Christian government in 
the world! Although the clergymen 
were hesitant to draw any conclusions 
about Niemoeller at that time, they 
were sufficiently informed about affairs 
in China to know that although Chiang 
was purported to be a “Christian,” his 
government was by no means the most 
“Christian government in the world.” 
Evidently Torrey Johnson didn’t know 
of the Generalissimo’s high regard for 
the German Military Staff and its fascist 
program. Or did he? When he was con- 
fronted by a representative of THE 
‘PROTESTANT with the fact that Chiang 
Kai-shek was more interested in fight- 
ing the communists than the Japanese, 
that he used one half million men to 
blockade the North China area during 
the war and that his son was with the 
German army as they marched into 
Czechoslovakia at the outbreak of the 
war, he seemed utterly amazed. 


Not So Neutral 

One might argue, as Mr. Johnson did, 
that Youth for Christ is only concerned 
with “‘bringing souls to Christ’? and 
that it is not in the slightest concerned 
with social, economic or political affairs. 
The inference being that it is not sub- 
ject to criticism from a social and polit- 
ical point of view since it articulates no 
social or political philosophy or pro- 
gram. The acceptance of such an argu- 
ment always betrays a certain ignorance 
of the role such religion plays and has 
played in the origin and the develop- 
ment of fascism. One can no more 
argue, for example, that Youth for 
Christ_active in China at this time will 
be ‘‘neutral’’ in that fateful country’s 
turmoil than one could argue that the 
role of our State Department is “‘neu- 
tral” in the clash of political and mili- 
tary forces there. When all of the aspi- 
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rations and energies of China’s youth | 
need to be transformed into active par- . 
ticipation for a democratic coalition 
government, Youth for Christ can only 


. immobilize those aspirations and ener- 


gies. And in immobilizing those pro- 
gressive forces it will aid reaction and 
fascism in China. As Chiang Kai-shek 
refuses to build a coalition government 
and implement social and economic re- 
form as laid down in the principles of 
the Republic by Sun Yat-sen; as he des- 
perately clings to power through the use 
of secret police, terror, beatings, mass 
arrests and shootings without trial, Tor- 
rey Johnson and his Youth for Christ 
BE o praise Chiang Kai-shek as — 
“Christian” and his government as 
“the most Christian in the world”! 

Jesus of Nazareth once said, “By™ 
their fruits ye shall know them.” The 
fruit of Youth for Christ International 
can never nourish the body or soul with 
intelligence, courage and strength to 
withstand or to fight the forces that 
eventually crush the soul as well as the 
body. It can only aid those forces; at 
its best it can only stand silent before 
them. In times like these, as always, any 
religion that does not relate itself to the 
forces of justice and goodness in our 
society, any religion that does not cham- 
pion the cause of the poor, the dis- 
inherited, the suffering and the perse- 
cuted can only be counted as fuel for 
the fire. Jesus also said, “Not everyone 
that saith unto me, ‘Lord, Lord’ will 
enter the Kingdom of Heaven, but he 
that doeth the will of my Father in 
Heaven.” 

The choice facing people today is 
clear: either what we of THE PROTEs- 
TANT call the Democracy of God or 
world fascism. Only those who ‘will face 
the choice and choose the Democracy of 
God can meet the religious test of Jesus. 


U 


POISONED TEXTBOOKS 
By LAWRENCE FERNSWORTH 


—I learned my love for American freedom in Catholic schools in the 
West, in my native state of Oregon, from liberty loving Catholic sisters 
and priests. Their schools and their priests never taught or preached 
Stuff such as I have been quoting from present-day textbooks. 


STANDARD TEXTBOOK now used in 
A the parochial”schools all over the 
country is entitled “Church History.” 
Written by the Rev. John J. Laux, it is 
published by Benziger Brothers. 
Anti-Semitism runs through this book. 
We are told in the opening chapters: 
‘, . . the poor benighted pagans of the 
farflung Roman realms, with all their 
cruel superstitions, their mad novelties 
in religion, their lust and their cruelty, 


~ were better prepared to welcome the 


Savior of the World than the self- 
righteous Pharisees, the sneering Sad- 
ducees and the multitudes who followed 
the blind leaders to destruction.” (p.5) 

From this point onward these sects 
become merely “the Jews’ who are 
pictured as an unregenerate people who 
rejected the Savior. 

“The Jews’ are represented as join- 
ing with the Romans~under Herod 
Agrippa in persecuting Christians, and 
are from thenceforth the implacable 
enemies. of Christianity. Their hand is 
seen in the heretical movements in- 
tended to destroy true religion. The 
twelfth century Albigensians are por- 
trayed as being “easy going and disso- 
lute, in constant touch with the Jews 
and Moslems of Spain,” and so on. 
(p.350) 

Again, we are told that the Soanich 
Inquisition was in reality directed 
against “disguised Jews, many of whom 
had succeeded in becoming priests and 
even bishops.” 

Of course, in a dayewhen Jewish cul- 


ture permeated Spain, there were many 


men of Jewish origin who were priests 
and bishops. There never was any pre- 


tense or secret about it. This was merely _ 


in accord with good Christian tradition. 
The earliest Christian community was 
entirely Jewish to the exclusion of gen- 
tiles. The first gentile admitted to the 
Jewish community of Christians, as the 
Book itself mentions, was the Roman ~ 
centurian Cornelius, later St. Cornelius. 
The persecuted Jews moved to Spain in 
the first century along with the perse- 
cuted Christians. It was only some four- © 
teen centuries later that a well-estab- - 
lished tradition of Jewish and Christian 
intermingling was seized upon as a pre- 
text for cruel persecution for political 
ends. Our modern anti-Semitism was 
born in Spain. 


A catechism entiled “Manual of 
Christian Doctrine,” published by the 
Brothers of the Christian Schools, pur- 
sues the same theme. I cite just one of ~ 
numerous examples: 

“Q. How far was the hatred of the 
Jews appeased by the crucifixion 
of Jesus? 

“A. The Jews were ill satisfied with 
their brutal triumph, for they pur- 
sued their victim, even in his last 
moments, heaping injury and in- 
sult upon Him, and turning in de- 
rision His name, His royalty, His 
words and miracles.’”’ (p.95) 

What would one think of the kind 
of teaching of American history which 
said: “John Brown was hanged by the 
Americans” or “Lincoln was reviled 
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and hated and assassinated by the Amer- 
icans’’? 

I have in fact never encountered a 
Jew who hated Jesus. I believe that 
most of them hold Him in deep rever- 
ence, just as do the “‘infidel’’ Moslems, 
who made Him one of their apostles. 


Fictionalized History 

To return to the Church History: 

In another part of this book we find 
a passage dealing with the origins of 
World War II. It says: 

“The victory of National Socialism 
was in large part the result of the mal- 
treatment of the German nation by the 
Allies.” (p.612) 

This accusation of “the maltreatment 
of the German nation by the Allies’ 
was made in Germany to fasten the war 
guilt upon us. Its insertion in this his- 
tory is not fortuitous. It has been a 
reiterated theme of Roman Catholic 
spokesmen and their press. It was set 
forth in a pronouncement issued in the 
name of the American Catholic hier- 
archy in November, 1940. It follows a 
deliberate “line.” Not a word is. said 
about the guilt of Germany in the war 
that preceded the Peace of Versailles. 

There is scarcely a chapter of this 
book which does not indulge in fiction- 
alized history and in the creation of 
prejudice tending toward the deforma- 
tion of young minds. 

I cite one more example: its treat- 
ment of Republican Spain. 

After noting the advent of the Span- 
ish Republic in 1931, it comments that 
within a month: ‘a wave of incendiary 
riots directed against the Church and 
religious orders started in Madrid and 
swept across the country. Two hundred 
churches and religious institutions were 
attacked, plundered and burned by 
bands of anti-clericals with the manifest 
connivance of the authorities.” (p.601) 

This is a distortion of the truth which 
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ends in a calumny against the Repub- 


lican authorities when it accuses them of  - 


connivance in these tragic events. 

I myself saw how, in Catalonia, the 
authorities turned out the armed forces 
and prevented the burning of even a 
single church in all that region, com- 
prising four provinces, in this first year 
of the Republic which is under discus- 
sion. In Barcelona the Civil Guard was 
concentrated near two Jesuit colleges to 
prevent outbreaks of popular fury 
against them—for the people were con- 
vinced that the Jesuits were at the bot- 
tom of the violent provocations. 

In Madrid and some other parts of 
Spain churches were burned because 
groups who were solidly aligned with 
powerful forces within the Church had ~ 
struck at the Republic. The people sim- 
ply struck back. 

Not a word is said in this histor 
about the reason for the popular fury 
against the Church. 


Short on Facts, Long on Lies 

An attempt is further made to show 
that these attacks upon churches were 
the outgrowth of a Godless Republican 
regime. The fact is that the first presi- 
dent of the Republic, Alcala Zamora, 
was an ardent Roman Catholic. For 
more than a century the Spanish masses 
have vented their anger against the 
Church. Spain afd its nearby island pos- 
sessions ate strewn with wrecked and 
burned churches and monasteries de- 
stroyed during the Carlist War, a cen- 
tury before the Republic came into be- 
ing. One of these, which I know well, 
is the Franciscan monastery and church 
at Petra, in the island of Majorca, 
whence came Padre Junipero Serra and 
the other Franciscans who set up the 
California missions. The people attacked 
it in 1835 because at that time priests 
and monks had taken up arms and were 
fighting in the ranks of the Carlists 


— 
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against Spain’s legitimate Queen, Isa- 
bel II. The Carlists were out to destroy 
the popular liberties which had been 
gained after the expulsion of Napo- 


leon’s armies. Students of history are” 


entitled to knowledge of events like 
these—but the book does not mention 
them. 

We read further: 

“The Republican constitution was 
adopted on December 9 (1931). Com- 
plete separation of Church and state is 
decreed, but the religious paragraphs 


prove conclusively that by separation,~ 


the anti-Catholic politicians of Spain 
mean complete domination of the 
Church by the state. 

“The most radical anti-religious pro- 
visions are the following: the dissolu- 
tion of marriage by mutual consent; 
_ state monopoly of education; abolition 
of the concordat with the Holy See; sup- 
pression of all state subsidies to Cath- 
olic worship; dissolution of the Society 
of Jesus and confiscation of all its prop- 
etty; subjugating all religious orders to 
an arbitrary regime.” (p.601) 

This is.a medley of halftruths, dis- 
tortions and, I regret to say, of one 
hundred per cent fiction — mostly the 
last. I will cite merely two of these 
fictions: 

“The dissolution of marriage by mu- 
tual consent.’ The charge is untrue. 
Prior to the constitution divorces were 
not legal in Spain. Fhe new constitu- 
tion legalized divorces, the procedures 
for which were established by comple- 
mentary laws. Divorces were obtained 
by suits in the courts on the same prin- 
ciple as in the United States. 

“Abolition of the concordat with the 
Holy See.” The statement is wholly un- 
true. The concordat, originally made 
with the monarchy, was maintained 
throughout the life of the Republic. 
The Papal Nuncio was recognized and 
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accorded every respect as dean of the — 
diplomatic corps at Madrid. The Nun- — 
cio, Msgr. Federico Tedeschini, was — 
honored by the government of the Re- 
public at a public ceremony on Decem- 
ber 31, 1935, at which the special Papal ~ 
envoy, Count Aluffi, presented the red 
biretta of a Cardinal to the Nuncio. The ~ 
President presented the Nuncio with a 
purple velvet cape and decorated him | 
with the collar of Isabel la Catolica, 
“thé highest rank of the highest honor ; 
Spain can bestow on anyone,” as a New — 
York Times dispatch of that date put it. 
The Republic constantly maintained its — 
ambassador at the Holy See and at- 
tempted to do so even after the Franco — 
rebellion against its authority. The Holy 
See then broke this concordat by its 
action in declining to receive or even — 
give protection to the legitimate Span- 
ish Government’s ambassador, and by 
receiving the envoy of the rebel leader, 
Franco, 


As a Catholic I Protest 


The Church History’s recital con- 
cludes: 

“On the day of victory (that is, 
Franco’s ‘victory’ with the aid of Hit- 
ler’s bombers and Mussolini’s armies), 
Pope Pius XII sent this message to Gen. 
Franco: ‘Raising our hearts to God, we 
thank Him and your excellency for the 
desired victory of Catholic Spain, and 
ptay that this beloved country, having 
found peace, may renew with vigor her — 
ancient Christian traditions which made q 
her so great; with these sentiments we ~ 
send your excellency and the whole 
Spanish people our apostolic blessing.” ” — 
(p.602) 

This Papal message is one which 
sickens the heart. As a Christian and a — 
Catholic I am obliged in conscience to 
deny that God is ever on the side of 
the oppressor. 
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In all that is said about Spain in this 
textbook, there is not one word about 
how Spain under Franco united not 
only its voice but also its material re- 
sources with the Nazis.and Fascists, pto- 
claiming its solidarity with our enemies. 

When Catholics are taught things 
like these in their schools, and also at 
communion breakfasts and through their 
press, it is small wonder that so many 
of them are innocefitly and with honest 
intention regimented into expressions 
of opposition to their own government 
in the matter of eliminating the Franco 
regime as a threat to world peace. 

I conclude by citing one other ex- 
ample from the Christian Brothers’ 
“Manual of Christian Doctrine,’ —a 
series of questions found on pages 132- 
eo te 


Q. What more should the state do than 
respect the rights and liberties of 
the Church? 


A. The state should also protect and 
defend the Church. 


Q. What then is the principal obliga- 
tion of the heads of state? 

A. Their principal obligation is to prac- 
tice the Catholic religion themselves, 
and, as they are in power, to pro- 
tect and defend it. 

Q. Has the state the right to proscribe 
schism or heresy? _ 


A. Yes, it has the right and duty to do 
so for the good of the nation and 
for the faithful themselves; for re- 


ligious unity is the principal foun-. 


dation of social unity. 


Q. When may the state tolerate dis- 
senting worships? 


A. When these worships have acquired 

_ a sort of legal existence consecrated 

by time and accorded by treaties or 
covenants. 
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Condemned Liberalism Lives On 


Q. May the state separate itself from 
the Church? 


A. No, because it may not withdraw 
from the supreme rule of Christ . 


Q. What name is given to the djceiee 
that the state has neither the right 
nor the duty to be united to the 
Church to protect it? 


A. The doctrine is called Liberalism. It 
is founded principally on the fact 
that modern society rests on liberty 
of conscience and of worship, on 
liberty of speech and the press. 


Q. Why is Liberalism to be condemned? 


A. (1) Because it denies all subordina- 
tion of the state to the Church; 


(2) Because it confounds right with 
liberty; (3) Because it despises the 
social dominion of Christ and re- - 
jects the benefits to be derived from 
them. 


I leave this to you without large com- 
ment. But I will not do so without say- 
ing that I believe that the majority of 


-American Catholics are Liberal Catho- 


lics in spite of the affirmations of Roman 
Catholic clergy and press that there is 
no such thing as a Liberal Catholic. 


In presenting these facts Iam defend- _ 
ing the liberalism and patriotism of the 
great majority of American Catholics. 
I learned my love for American free- 
dom in Catholic schools in the West, 
in my native state of Oregon, from lib- 
erty loving Catholic sisters and priests, 
imbued with the pioneer spirit of West-. 
erners. Their schools and their priests 
never taught or preached stuff such as 
I have been quoting from present-day 
textbooks. Times seem to have changed, 


. But I see no reason for changing the 


kind of Catholicism and Americanism 
I learned in my youth. 


NO FED. ON. THE: CHU Rig FRONT. 


RIGHT TO WORSHIP AS THEY PLEASE—The Rev. Dr. Ralph W. Sockman 9) 


of New York and the Rev. Dr. Louie D. Newton of Atlanta had an article, written — 
after their trip to the Soviet Union, in the September World Alliance Newsletter. 


They stated: ‘Certainly we had ample evidence of religious interest in the crowded 


churches which we visited and in the long queues of people awaiting admission | 
so that they might join in church services. As faras we could seen, no obstacles are | 
interposed by the Soviet Government which would prevent the free growth and | 
development of religious institutions or the right of individuals to pursue their | 
faiths and worship as they please.” / ° 


METHODIST AND EPISCOPALIAN GROUPS LAUD WALLACE—President — 


Harty S. Truman was notified in a telegram sent to him Sept. 18 that the Execu- 7 


tive Committee of the Methodist Federation for Social Service (representing 5,000 
members), under the chairmanship of Bishop Lewis Hartman, had “unanimously 
agreed with the position of Henry Wallace that peace cannot be served by a get- 
tough-with-Russia policy and that American.and world peace and security are also — 
endangered by the policy of silence concerning reactionary attempts to preserve 
ancient, unjust and untenable imperialisms.’’ The independent Episcopalian journal 
The Churchman featured the above telegram on its October 1st cover and editorial- 
ized: ‘‘The ‘soft policy’ which Mr. Wallace is accused of asking toward Russia 
is the Christian policy of trying to live at peace with Russia.” 


COMPETITION—The new interest of Japan’s royal family in Christianity is the 
subject of an article in the October 1946 issue of Southern Baptist Home Missions. 
Chaplain J. Griffin Chapman, who “had’several private visits with members of the 
Japanese royal family recently,’ reports his discussion with Prince Takamatsu, 
brother. of Emperor Hirohito who will be Regent if the Emperor abdicates. Said 
the Prince: ‘““We need Christian missionaries in Japan . . . Buddhism has lost its 
power, if it ever had any, and certainly is incapable of giving us the strength we 
need in these difficult days . . . I know you are one of General MacArthur’s most 
invaluable advisers. I have seen your picture in the news reels . . . Tell the Ameri- 
can people we Japanese launched and fought the war without a knowledge of 
Christian Faith.” Now let us hear from the Most Rev. John F, O’Hara, Roman 
Catholic Bishop of Buffalo, who on September 24 reported to the convention of 
the Society for the Propagation of the Faith on his visit to Japan. Said O'Hara: 
“Thanks to the courtesy of the American Military Government . . . we were able 
to cover a great deal of territory .. . We spoke with His Imperial Highness and 
other members of the Imperial Family, with members of the Cabinet, with mem- 
bers of the Japanese nobility, with representatives of Japan’s industrial life, 
members of the diplomatic corps, the university professors . . . We visited General 
MacArthur and the chief members of the Military Government . . . In Takato . 

the Buddhists invited us to confer with them. A brother-in-law of the Emperor 
extended the invitation . .. After an address of welcome, he said, ‘Now, what has 
the Holy Father to say to us?’ I said: . . . ‘the Holy Father asks the cooperation 
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of all men of goodwill, no matter what their religious or racial background, so 
long as it is promised to resist imperialism and communism, to fight for justice 
and charity, to restore the family as the basic unit of society, in particular to resist 
the temptation to accept the insidious suggestion of easy divorce and birth control 
as a so-called democratic solution to your problems.’ A month later, when the 
newspapers feached us, they told of the progress made by committees who have 
accepted the leadership of the Holy Father, which they had requested.” 


CONFUSED CONGREGATIONALIST — In his address as Moderator of the 
General Council of the Congregational Christian Churches, Rev. Ronald Bridges 
made a statement “Concerning the Catholics” (printed in the September 1946 issue 
of Advance). “It disturbs me,” he said, “to see Protestants getting so exercised 
over the-activity of the Catholic church and selling their own churches short with — 
gloomy forecasts and dark forebodings. This new aggressiveness of the Catholic — 
church is not, to my mind, the flush of arrogance, the beginnings of a campaign 
to take over America. It is a very belated recognition of the fact that the Roman 
church is sick, desperately sick, in every Catholic country and that only in the 
United States is there a real chance for healthy growth in the immediate future, 
only in the United States are there the religious and material resources to keep 
the»Catholic church a going concern in the years ahead. Instead of sending out 
our Paul Reveres to warn the countryside, it would be more to the point to lend 
our brethren a hand, and I for one am ready to do it.” Retiring Moderator Bridges 
makes no distinction in his statement between Vatican politics injected into Ameri- 
can life (which is the major cause of Protestant alarm) and Roman Catholic 
religious practices (the right to which Protestants not only respect but insist shall 


CONGREGATIONALISTS AGAINST RELATIONS WITH VATICAN — 
Theré was however less confusion in the resolution of the General Council” of 
Congregational and Christian Churches (June 18-25) concerning Vatican rela- 
tions. The General Council said in part: “... we must... join other Protestant 
churches in respectfully directing a protest to the President of the United States 
against the continuance of Myron Taylor as his diplomatic representative to the 
Vatican. We are not content with the promise of the President that Mr. Taylor 
will be withdrawn when the peace is consummated. If the principle of separation 
of church and state honored by this country had been followed from the beginning, 
Mr. Taylor would never have been appointed to his present position: If the Presi- 
dent is disposed to honor this national ideal, Mr. Taylor will not continue one day 
longer at Rome . . . the continuance of. Mr. Taylor is an unnecessary and unwar- ~ 
ranted obstacle to Catholic and Protestant goodwill for which the President must 
accept direct and personal responsibility. . . . We can only believe that our Roman 
Catholic friends are content with the status of being citizens of two countries and 
violators of the American tradition of separation of church and state if they decline 
to join us in a request for the withdrawal of Mr. Taylor. This we do most earnestly 
petition them to do.” 


WYCLIFFE'S SACRED FLAME 
By W. HENRY BOLLER 
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—Men have called him “the Morning Star of the Reformation.” 


a A STRENGERE than I schal come 

aftir me, of whom I knelinge am 
not worthi for to vndo, or vnbynde, the 
thwong of his schoon. 

“I have baptisid you in water; for- 
sothe he schal baptise you in the. Holy 
Goost.”’ 

John Wycliffe looked up from the 
sheet of parchment upon which he had 
been inscribing in bold and legible char- 
acters the words of the seventh and 


eighth verses of the first chapter of St. 


Mark. Here, indeed, was a promise for 
the people of England, a promise for 
the people of all the world! And thanks 
to his efforts the common people would 
be able to read with their own eyes of 
this promise, and its fulfillment! 

He cast a disdainful glance at the 
Latin manuscript from which he had 
been translating. That book belonged 
only to the clergy. They doled it out in 
driblets, as they saw fit..His copy of the 
H6ly Scriptures would belong to the 
people, and they could feast their eyes 
upon its precious words whenever they 
desired. They could take it into their 
huts and hovels, and it would become 
as precious to them as the very’ bread 
which they ate. 

“If only God dost grant me time to 
finish my task,’’ he mused, running his 
hand through his square, gray beard. 
“And if only there were some way to 
furnish a myriad of copies, one for 
everyone who would want one!” 

God did grant John Wycliffe time to 
finish his translation of the Scriptures, 
upon which he was engaged in that 
year of 1382. He had fled from Oxford 


_ to escape the anger of King Richard III, 


which the clergy and the friars had 
raised against him. There at Lutterworth 
in a mean hovel, close by the parish 
church, he gave the rest of his life to his 
task. : 

As John Wycliffe sat writing in his © 
long flowing robe, his keen eyes and — 
brain translating what his strong hand ~ 
wrote, he was not only giving the com- - 
mon people the “Bread of Life;” he was — 
also forging a weapon against his ene- — 
mies, a lever by which the Papal power — 
in Great Britain and other lands was 
some day to be overthrown. 

John Wycliffe could not look inté the — 
future, however. He could not see that ~ 
the torch which he was lighting would 
be borne aloft by John Huss, William — 
Tyndale, Martin Luther, and hundreds — 
of thousands of other famous and name- — 
less men. He had no knowledge of the 
Reformation that was coming in Eng- 
land, and on the continent of Europe. 
He did not know that someday the in- 
vention of printing would make the 
Scriptures he was translating available 
to all men, everywhere. 

\ 

OHN WYCLIFFE probably never heard 

the term “Protestant’’ used, but he 
was the first Protestant. Men have called 
him “the Morning Star of the Reforma- 
tion.”” In tones heard down through the 
centuries he called upon the church to 


-repent “for its sins in thought and deed.” 


As Julius F. Seebach states in his “Path 
of Protestantism,” John Wycliffe “‘de- 
nounced the infallible authority of popes 
and councils; denied that the elements of 
the Eucharist were changed into the body 
and blood of Christ; repudiated the wor- 
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ship of saints and relics; taught that pil- 
grtimages were useless, the confessional 
unnecessary, indulgences harmful and 
purgatory doubtful.” 

He was a man of learning, a university 
professor, but he forswore Latin, the 
language of the church and law coutt, 
and appealed to the people in English. 
He was the first English man of learn- 
ing ever to address. himself to the plow- 
boy, the artisan, and swineherd. 

John Wycliffe did not stand alone in 
his fight against the church. He was the 
organizer of.a large group known as the 
“Poor Priests,’ who carried his teach- 
ings throughout England. These men 
were “poor’’ in the goods of the world 
only, for many of them were men of 
jearning who had taught with John 
Wycliffe at Oxford. 

- Their sermons were preached in the 
woods and fields, and in the ditches be- 
side the roads, to crowds of miserable 
peasants who were only then just emerg- 
ing from villeinage. They gave these 
downtrodden people regular religious 
instruction in their own simple language, 
and the people joyously accepted their 
plain and homely doctrines based upon 
the “law”. of the gospel. Their dis- 
courses against the rich and careless 
clergy, monks and friars turned the 
vague popular discontent into definite 
channels. ‘ 


“Se who had enough to eat, and 
dressed in fine garments, termed 
the followers of John Wycliffe “bab- 
bling preachers” and ‘“‘Lollards.” The 
Lollards were the tares (lolium) 
amongst the wheat, which the church 
must weed out. It is said that one-third 
of the English people became Lollards, 
and although the ecclesiastical hierarchy 
spent many generations attempting to 
weed them out, it never succeeded. Lol- 
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lardism ‘survived imprisonments, ban- 
ishments, and burnings at the stake, to 


' finally merge a century and a half later 


with the English Reformation. 

Throughout these years copies of John 
Wycliffe’s Bible, multiplied many fold 
in numbers by the incessant labors of 
transcribers, were hunted out and 
burned. But throughout the generations 
of persecution, hidden copies were read 
at secret meetings “in peasants’ huts, in- 
sawpits, and in field ditches’ to keep his 
teachings alive. He had indeed given 
the English people “a staff of life’ to 
lean upon. 

In those days, before there were dic- 
tionaries, grammars and spelling books, 
the Wycliffe Bible did much to mould 
the English language. The spelling, and 
many of the words and phrases which 
he used seem strange to us today, but 
we must remember that the Wycliffe 
Bible preceded the King James Bible, 
which we use today, by two hundred 
years, and that the English language has 
been going through a gradual change 
for many centuries. 


‘Nee little is known of John Wy- 
cliffe’s early life. It has been estab- 
lished that he-was the son of a country 
squire of ancient lineage, and was born 
at Ispreswel, Yorkshire, sometime be- 
tween 1315 and 1320. Then there is a 
blank, until we find him attending Ox- 
ford at the age of sixteen. He was a 
brilliant student, became a fellow of 
Balliol College, and sometime between 
1356 and 1360 was elected master. 

In 1361 he was appointed rector of 
Fillingham, in Lincoln, but the Univer- 
sity remained for a long time in the 
background of his life. About 1372 he 
became a professor of theology at Ox- 
ford. He was also prominent in church 
affairs, and was in close relations with 
the government as king’s chaplain. In 
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this position he took the part of Edward 
III and Parliament in refusing to pay 
the tribute known as “Peter's pence,’ 
in time of domestic need. This tribute 
had been awarded to the Pope by King 
John, 150 years before. 

In 1374 John Wycliffe received on 
Edward III the rectory of Lutterworth, 
in Leicestershire. His clashes with the 
church and its ways became more fre- 
quent, and he was forbidden by Pope 
Gregory XI to further disseminate his 
“obnoxious doctrines of heresy.”” Thanks 
to the backing of the royal family he 
escaped with only a reprimand. 

The year 1378 saw the beginning of 
John Wycliffe’s aggressive action against 
the established church. At this time he 
carried to all the people criticisms which 
he had heretofore confined solely to 
the schools. He had always proved him- 
self a subtle disputant, second to none 
in his knowledge of theology, and now 
in the organization of his ‘“Poor Priests’ 


-he proved himself an able organizer 


and leader. The translation of the 
Bible, and the authorship of various 
tracts in which he appealed directly to 
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the people, were the capstone ‘of his. 


life’s work. 

John Wycliffe died | peacefully in 
1384, but the sacred flame which he lit 
never died. His teachings were carried 
to Bohemia, where they became the in- 
spiration of John Huss, and through 
him passed on to the German leaders 
of the Reformation. 

Thirty years after John Wycliffe’s 
death, the Council of Constance, which 


condemned John Huss to death, issued 


a decree that Wycliffe’s remains should 
be disinterred and burned. This was 
done, and his ashes were cast into a tiny 
brook that runs past Lutterworth into 
the Avon. 


As some prophet of that day aa —- 


“The Avon to the Severn runs, 
The Severn to the sea; 
And Wycliffe’s dust shall spread 
abroad — 
Wide as the waters be.” 
And as John Wycliffe’s, dust spread 
upon the waters, so did his teachings 
spread, with unending ripples, grow- 
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ing ever wider, until they covered the 


earth. 


* 


THE WORD OF GOD IS ANTI-FASCIST—‘‘When I myself was interned and 
was allowed to send a short letter to my wife each week, I wrote after the First 
Sunday in Advent, 1942: “The Gospel for yesterday was remarkable: “I am come 
to set the captives at liberty, to bring freedom to the oppressed.’ My wife was 
then called before the chief of police and told that her husband was henceforth 
forbidden to quote the Bible. ‘The Bible is much too topical.’ —Bishop Eivind 
Josef Berggrav of Oslo, primate of the Church of Norway, speaking of his experi- 
ence under the Nazis, in an address to the World Council of Churches printed in 
the October issue of Current Religious Thought. 


DR. LOUIE NEWTON’S GIFT—We understand that when Dr. Louie D, New- 
ton, president of the Southern Baptist Convention whose church is in Atlanta, 
Georgia, went to Russia recently he carried a Russian Bible as a gift to Joseph 
Stalin with the inscription “From one Georgian to another.” 


BACKSLIDING IN MEXICO 
By FRANK JELLINEK | 


& 


—The Mexican Revolution is not being killed 


with a bang, but is dying with a whimper. 


i ONS well-organized Roman 
Catholic political bloc has come to 
the fore in Mexico as the result of the 
presidential and congressional elections 
of July 7. It did not attempt to seize full 
power. It infiltrated the party whose 
well-oiled machine made its own vic- 
tory inevitable. 

Two parties, National Action (PAN) 
founded in 1939 and the Popular Force 
Party (electoral guise of the Synarchist 
Union which descends from a rightist 
group founded in 1934), emerged as 
well-knit units in the elections. In cer- 
tain districts, these two parties made 
deals to support joint congressional can- 
didates. As far as can be known, their 
members, who had no presidential can- 
didate of their own, voted for the offi- 
cial candidate of the party in power, 
former Interior Minister Miguel Ale- 
man. 

While dignitaries of the Roman Cath- 
olic Church in Mexico, such as Arch- 
bishop Luis Maria Martinez, have re- 
peatedly denied that these two parties 
are controlled by the hierarchy, there is 
evidence that they flourish in regions 
where the influence of parish priests is 
strongest. 

In Mexico City’s residential and busi- 
ness districts, the PAN is very strong. 
Confessor of Manuel Gomez Morin, 
head of the PAN, is the Jesuit Father 
Eduardo Iglesias, preacher at the fash- 
ionable church of San Francisco. The 
leading members of the PAN are mainly 
corporation lawyers and_ professional 
men. who are widely described as 
“‘mochos’’—persons who profess Roman 
Catholicism for social reasons. The con- 


nections between PAN and conservative 
banking circles are close. Gomez Morin’ 
has been legal adviser to the Banco de- 
Londres y Mexico. Other high PAN ~ 
leaders have held and hold similar posi- — 
tions in other banks. Some were coun-. 
sellors to the foreign oil companies ex- — 
propriated by the Mexican Government 
in 1938. 

The Synarchists are mainly concen- 
trated in the agricultural area known as" 
the Bajio, situated in the states of 
Guanajuato, Queretaro and Jalisco on 
the high plateau northwest of Mexico 
City. Their membership is predomi- 
nantly impoverished peasant and artisan, — 
fanatic Roman Catholics with a long 
tradition of armed insurrection on be- 
half of their Church. During the early 
part of World War II they were 
thoroughly indoctrinated with slogans 
drawn from Nazi and Falange ideolo- 
gies. More recently both the Synarch- 
ists and PAN have stressed the papal 
social encyclicals. 


They Shifted to Aleman 


When the election campaign opened 
last year, nearly all these elements ap- 
peared likely to endorse former Foreign 
Minister Ezequiel Padilla for the presi- 
dency. His followers, notably Antonio 
Soto y Gama, tried to exploit “anti- 
communist’’ and religious sentiment. 
Big business, both native and foreign, 
privately expressed preference for the 
internationally known “‘statesman’’ as 
against the local machine politician. 
National Action (PAN) had incited 
students during the war to stone Pa- 
dilla’s “Foreign Ministry in protest 
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against what they called his ‘excessive 

servitude” to the United States. It had 
' vilified him week after week in its or- 
gan, La Nacion. But, later, PAN had 
shown qualified approval of his policies 
when he appeared to favor, in conjunc- 
tion with Edward Stettinius, the forma- 
tion of a ‘Christian bloc against Com- 
munism.” = - 

It became obvious, however, in the 
course of the campaign, that Padilla was 
not spending enough on publicity and 
that he had little chance of victory in 
the face of the overwhelming machine 
of the official party known as the Revo- 
lutionary Institutional Party (PRI). It 
was natural enough for the big money 
to reverse its flow and move towards the 
probable “source of future contracts, 
especially as PRI candidate Miguel Ale- 
man was working out a big, carefully 
planned system of public works to be 
carried out during his six-year term. 

The policy of the Roman Catholic 
hierarchy also underwent a change. The 
last thing the Mexican Church wants is 
a direct struggle with the State. In 
Mexico, almost alone in Latin America, 
the Church has been consistently beaten 
every time it has provoked a struggle 
with the State since Benito Juarez shore 
it of its privileges and properties in 
1857. It is equally true that for at least 
fifteen years, during the time of most 
radical economic experimentation, the 
State has done everything to avoid an 
open conflict with the Church. Church 
policy, directed mainly by the Jesuits, 
has been indirect and subtle, a slow re- 
construction of political, social and eco- 
nomic influence, an infiltration into key 
positions. 

The Roman Catholic move toward the 
PRI (the official party) was in line with 
Vatican policy in Europe. At the end 
of the war, the Vatican, fearing over- 
whelming emergence of leftist resist- 
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ance parties and the British Labor Party, 
decided to build-up the so-called Latin’ 
Bloc, an axis of. Spain, Portugal and 
Latin America, headed on this continent 
by Argentina. Later it was found that 
the leftist threat was not so serious as 
had been feared, owing to the tempor- | 
izing attitude of the Social Democrats 

who in part appeared more “anti-com- 

munist” than the Vatican itself. It was 

found possible to foment a parallel 

campaign alongside the Social Demo-. 
crats by stressing the policy of the social ' 
encyclicals such as Quadragesimo Anno. 
The MRP in France showed the way. 
In Mexico, Aleman’s intimates were 

liberals of a Social Democratic turn of © 
mind. ; 


Also, the radical experiments of Presi- 
dent Lazaro Cardenas (1934-1939) 
while they had furthered the advance 
of Mexico towards political and social . 
maturity, had exhausted” nearly all his — 
supporters by their vast extent and ~ 
speed. His successor, Manuel Avila 
Camacho, had been pressured into “a ~ 
pause in the Revolution” which in fact 
suited his own temperament. The war, 
draining Mexico of raw materials, cre- 
ating inflation and giving birth to wide- 
spread corruption, had opened the way — 
for a reaction. 


Elbowing Out Aleman’s Sponsor 


Miguel Aleman’s candidacy had been 
backed by the PRI after it had been 
formally launched by the Mexican 
Workers Federation (CIM) on sugges- 
tion of CTM founder Vicente Lom- 
bardo Toledano, now president of the 
Latin American Federation of Labor 
(CTAL) and vice president of the 
World Federation of Trade Unions. 

But the CIM has been subjected to 
an undermining process. Toledano, its 
inspiration, had been devoting increas- 
ing attention to world labor. affairs and 
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had left no one to replace him. Mean-. 


time, Fathers Iglesias and Vertiz had 
been building a series of semi-secret 
Guadalupan Societies from artisans and 
peasants newly incorporated into in- 
dustry. These societies showed their 
strength in October 1945 at the cere- 
monies celebrating the fiftieth anniver- 
sary of Mexico’s patroness, the Black 
Virgin of Guadalupe. Visiting prelates 
took the opportunity to indulge pub- 
licly in denunciations of “‘socialism’’ 
and privately to encourage infiltration 
of anti-union elements into the labor 
movement. 

At the same time, labor gangsters 
expelled from the CTM were able to 
build up a number of rival federations, 
numerically unimportant but given great 
prominence by the commercial press. 
There is some evidence that these fed- 
erations were advised by agents of the 
National Catholic Welfare Conference 
sent from the United States. 

In addition, the American Federa- 
tion of Labor began a drive to set up 
an organization of ‘‘anti-communist, in- 
dependent’”’ unions throughout Latin 
America. Its Latin American Affairs 
Committee disposed of a “cultural 
fund” estimated at $1,000,000. It aimed 
at displacing the Latin American Fed- 
eration of Labor which has close fra- 
ternal relations with the CIO, though 
no organic connection. A certain Bram- 
bila, in touch with the NCWC, was re- 
ported as intimate with Matthew Woll 
of the AF of L. 


AF of L leaders George Meany and 
Robert Watt, aided by an agent, Serafin 
-Romualdi, used an International Labor 
Office conference in Mexico City to 
carry out an attack on Lombardo Tole- 
dano. They tried to disrupt the CTAL. 
While they failed to provoke an imme- 
diate split, the effort has continued, 
pushed by violent attacks on the CTAL 


“munism. 
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in the official AF of L bulletin. These 
attacks have been given a big play in 
the Mexican commercial press. <o3 

The AF of L plan was given semi- 
official United States Government bless- 
ing by a very high diplomatic official 
in Mexico City. The AF of L delegates 
were informed that they would be fully 
backed in any opposition to the basic 
plan of the CTAL—native industrial- 
ization throughout Latin? America pro- 
tected by tariffs. This CTAL plan had 
been endorsed by progressive industrial- 
ists but was opposed by the Latin Amer- 
ican Chambers of Commerce, conserva- 
tive industrialists and bankers — pre- - 
cisely the forces behind such parties as 
National Action. 


Toledano Called for a New Party 


- Events moved with bewildering ra- 


pidity in the closing stages of the Mexi- 
can electidu campaign and afterwards. 
Indications. are that Mexican progres- 
sives have not even yet fully seen the 
trap into which they fell. 

During the closing weeks of the 
campaign, the press carried daily reports 
of the “independent” labor federations 
being prepared to unite against the 
CTM. But most of them also came out 
in support of Aleman. Then, almost on 
the day of the elections, the executive 
of the 18,000-strong Oil Workers Fed- 
eration bolted the CTM. 

At Aleman headquarters or near 
them, a strange crowd of big time pro- 
motets, speculators and monopolists 
angled for the candidate’s eye. They 
quité freely predicted Aleman would 
have to ‘purge labor’s ranks of com- 
” ‘There are at present prac- 
tically no Communists in Mexico—the 
Communist Party could hardly register 
the 10,000 voters needed for recogni-— 
tion of its right to put up candidates. 
But the talk went on and Aleman’s in- 
timates seemed bent on avoiding’ fric- 
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tion with the talkers at all costs. 

All day July 7, two -millign voters 
throughout the country stood in patient 
queues to record their votes. The Army 
efficiently policed the polls. It was in 
striking contrast to 1940, when thou- 
sands of oppositionists tried to rush the 
polls pistol in hand and hundreds were 
shot. Though the loser, Padilla, charged 
flagrant fraud, he could bring up only 


_ about 5,000 cases, which could not have 


altered the results appreciably. After- 
wards, PRI leaders congratulated them- 
selves and the electorate fulsomely on 
this “demonstration of civic conscious- 
ness.” 

The very quietness of the “queue 
election’’ was, on deeper analysis, more 
disquieting than any disorder could have 
been. It meant the virtual surrender of 
the progressives to the most dangerous 
conceiyable combination of big- busi- 
ness, reactionary unionism, speculation 
and political Roman Catholicism. 

The Mexican Revolution — the con- 
cept, roughly, that human rights are 
more important than property rights 


- able to political democracy—is not be- 


ing killed with a bang, but is dying with 
a whimper. 

» At the last moment, Lombardo Tole- 
dano called for a new union of all pro-} 
gressives, all factions, to form a new 
party to counter the threat from Na-/ 
tional Action. But he called upon in-7 
dividuals. He seemed to feel, to judge 
from the individuals he named, that he 
could count upon small support from 
the “practical men” of the PRI. ; 

A drive against the CTM is regarded 
as inevitable in one form or another. 
The “‘anti-communist’”’ slogan has irre- 
sistible appeal for an administration’ 
which will need capital to carry out 
its very intelligent program of public 
works. However, there is latent in Mex-_ 
ico a tremendous power of resistance, 
forged in civil war and still remember- 
ing the times of Lazaro Cardenas who 
taught the peasants and workers they 
were human beings and gave them 
schools and lands. The “practical men” | 
of the PRI may have thrown away the’ 
leadership of the most progressive tra-_ 
dition in Latin America. 


and that economic democracy is prefer- 


CUBAN FALANGIST ASSISTED DR. PATTEE 


A Cuban newspaperman tells us that Valentin Arenas, who helped organize 
the National Catholic Welfare Conference’s Second Inter-American Seminar on 
Social Studies held in Havana last January, is well known as a Falangist in Havana. 
He is an official of the Gelats Bank and the Chairman of Cuban Catholic Action. } 
American organizers of the seminar, which praised the activities of Catholic Action” 
in Spain and Argentina and laid plans against the progressive labor movement of 
Latin America, were Rev. Raymond A. McGowan and Dr. Richard F. Pattee of the | 
NCWC. Dr. Pattee was the Roman Catholic adviser of the United States delegation 
to the San Francisco Conference and has close relations with the State Department. | 


FRANCO’S CUBAN PROTECTOR—News comes from Cuba that the Arch-. 
bishop of Havana’s influence with the wealthy sister-in-law of President Grau San | 
Martin, Paulina Ancina, prevented breach of relations-with Franco Spain after the " 
Cuban Congress had voted in favor of it. Paulina Ancina, a widow, lives in the | i 
Presidential Palace with Grau, a bachelor, and is said to dominate Cuban politics ; 
behind the scenes. 


